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LETTERS 


Letters may have been 
shortened because of 
space. Some names may 
have been changed 


Confusion 

It is ironic that Phil Kent accuses Jim 
Moody of missing the point in his 
‘Some more equal than others’ arti¬ 
cle (January 25). Jim quite rightly 
stated that Ruth Kelly was com¬ 
pletely unsuited for the post of min- 
ister for equality because of her 
agreement with the demand of some 
religious groups that they should 
be able to continue discriminating 
against gays. It is Phil himself who 
spectacularly misunderstands the 
whole issue. 

First of all, Phil says that Kelly 
was “completely on message” in her 
desire to grant, for example, catho¬ 
lic adoption agencies special exemp¬ 
tion from provisions in the Equality 
Act which prohibit such discrimina¬ 
tion (Letters, February 1). Where has 
Phil been? Everyone knows that the 
cabinet was split on the issue, with 
Kelly and Blair in the minority that fa¬ 
voured religious exemption. Kelly 
was ‘off message’ on this one (and 
Blair’s intervention is no longer 
enough to sway the cabinet, but 
that is another story). 

However, comrade Kent then con¬ 
tradicts himself, agreeing after all 
that she is “critical of the policies she 
has to implement”. But this should 
not disqualify her from carrying out 
her job, says Phil. In my opinion it 
is crazy to put someone who is fun¬ 
damentally opposed to a policy in 
charge of implementing it. Kelly is 
not only against equality for gays, 
but has actively tried to put that 
opposition into practice when it 
comes to their right to adopt. Mak¬ 
ing her minister for equality is like 
appointing Nick Griffin head of the 
Commission for Racial Equality - 
opposing such absurdities has 
nothing whatsoever to do with an 
unwillingness to accept “democrat¬ 
ic centralism”. 

Comrade Kent’s biggest confu¬ 
sion, though, is over his apparent 
belief that the running of adoption 
agencies by religious groupings is 
all part of their wanting to “minister 
to their own communities”. Similar¬ 
ly, Dennis Wellbeck states: “Either 
we believe that people have the right 
to hold and to practise their religion 
or we don’t” - as though, for exam¬ 
ple, placing orphaned children with 
suitable adoptive parents is some¬ 
how a religious act (Letters, January 
25). Perhaps the churches should be 
allowed to distribute state social 
security to “their own communities” 
(and, of course, withhold it as they 
see fit, according to their deeply 
held convictions - after all, you 
could always go to another job cen¬ 
tre if you got turned away)? 

No, the arrangement of adoption 
should be under the control of Hie 
state and subject to democratic ac¬ 
countability, not left in the hands of 
private bodies allowed to make up 
their own rules according to what¬ 
ever prejudices they hold. 

This is totally different from the 
way the bigoted individuals Phil 
refers to should be handled. He is 
right to say that people have all 
sorts of prejudices and ought not 
to be judged according to their 
views alone. 

There is no reason why under nor¬ 
mal circumstances anyone would 
want to enquire of either adoption 
agency workers or prospective 
adoptive parents about their reli¬ 
gious or political beliefs - there 
should be no discrimination on 
such grounds (which is why the 
Weekly Worker opposes the sack¬ 
ing of dancer Simone Clarke from 


the English National Ballet because 
of her membership of the BritishNa- 
tional Party). 

It is only when people abuse their 
position and attempt to put their re¬ 
actionary views into practice that 
action should be taken against them 
- Ruth Kelly being a case in point 
And, of course, religious people 
who apply for adoption should be 
judged just like anyone else - their 
faith would only be relevant if it led 
them to hann the adopted child: if 
they insisted on circumcising a 
baby girl on religious grounds, for 
instance. 

All this is a pretty basic outline of 
secularism in practice within this 
particular field and ought not to 
pose a problem for any democrat, ir¬ 
respective of their religious beliefs. 
But Phil seems to actually welcome 
the continuation of religious inter¬ 
ference in the running of adoption 
on the grounds that some people 
“only feel at home with someone 
from their own cultural, religious 
background”. In that case why stop 
at adoption? Maybe we should ad¬ 
vocate separate shops, separate lei¬ 
sure facilities, separate public 
services ... 

Peter Manson 
South London 

Puritanical 

It appears that Bethnal Green and 
Bow Respect has the moralistic 
hump. In December they did not get 
their way at a Tower Hamlets coun¬ 
cil meeting over strip and lap danc¬ 
ing clubs. This revolved around 
who could outdo the other, Labour 
or Respect, on who had the more 
moralistic stance on so-called sex¬ 
ploitation. 

So outraged were Respect that 
they decided to ‘name and shame’ 
Labour councillors after they abort¬ 
ed any further discussion. The de¬ 
mand for another council meeting 
to debate the issue was refused by 
the council leader. Respect has 
now set up the progressive-sound¬ 
ing ‘Campaign Against People Ex¬ 
ploitation’ to disguise the Socialist 
Workers Party’s accommodation to 
the rightwing, puritanical agenda 
of the mosque. 

Not satisfied with campaigning 
against strip and lap-dancing clubs 
and pubs, George Galloway has 
now turned his attention to another 
of those “dens of iniquity”. Re¬ 
sponding to the government’s an¬ 
nouncement of Manchester as the 
location for the country’s first su¬ 
per-casino, a “parliamentary assist¬ 
ant” to Galloway is quoted in the 
East London Advertiser as saying: 
“We must fight the opening up of 
gambling, just as we are fighting to 
stop the growth of the sex industry 
to service the city.” 

Given that gambling takes place 
on every high street through bet¬ 
ting shops and slot machines in 
pubs and takeaways, this seems like 
a challenging task. What is their 
tactic going to be - name and shame 
the punters? And what other ‘vic¬ 
es’ are in their sights? Pubs and off 
licences? 

Simon Wells 
East London 

Earth spirit 

Regarding Gerry Downing’s article, 
the history is one thing re a better 
understanding of the lies spread in 
the name of establishment religions 
(‘The sigh of the oppressed’, Feb¬ 
ruary 1). But the most important 
need is for a replacement of these 
powerful relics with a new, interna¬ 
tional, ‘real’ people’s religious 
movement, based on democratical¬ 
ly evolved, universal morality. 


The philosophy oflife and human 
social development in the modern 
world are the true ‘religion’ and do 
not need to be impugned with a de¬ 
ity, or deities, of any description or 
image. If the masses need a god in 
image fonn, it is best construed as 
‘life’ or ‘nature’ or ‘earth spirit’ in the 
abstract, and maybe a magnificent 
large local tree, mountain or river in 
the concrete. 

Alan Debenham 
email 

Bottom line 

Eddie Ford’s article, ‘Voting for Brit¬ 
ain’, predictably added little to our 
understanding of prejudice (Janu¬ 
ary 25). That “it was a matter of fact 
that the Indian actress is not a UK 
citizen or resident” was used to jus¬ 
tify prejudice. Obviously the colour 
of Shilpa Shetty’s skin was not the 
basis of racism. Consider all the oth¬ 
er past Asian contestants in Big 
brother. Lovable cockney Frank 
Bruno and Lancashire’s Amir Khan 
are good examples of the CPGB’s 
wish for integration and assimilation 
into being British. 

New Labour came to power when 
they ‘can’t even speak English prop¬ 
erly’ with their ridiculously extreme 
overuse of the word ‘British’. Their 
TV propaganda ended with the Brit¬ 
ish bulldog wrapped in the union 
jack. The left cheered whilst New 
Labour waved their British flags. 

The key reason for the young 
women’s hatred was that they 
wrongly imagined the Indian actress 
was “fucking false”. Jade Goody 
later said she learnt a lesson which 
the Weekly Worker didn’t notice. 
Foreign ways of treating others 
does not mean they are false and 
unnatural. Their ignorance of culture 
is mainly a blinkered view of the Brit¬ 
ish ‘playground’ culture of bullying, 
backbiting and pecking orders that 
often carry on to the workplace. 

Now I have always identified 
Channel 4 as the liberal establish¬ 
ment and note the drive to change 
came from below in the streets of 
India and the Indian community in 
Britain. The CPGB attitude reminds 
me ofMilitantin the 1980swhen any 
concern about racism, sexism and 
homophobia was ‘petty bourgeois’ 
automatically by definition. 

We should be interested in how 
our class really conducts itself. The 
CPGB seems blinkered aboutBritish 
nationalism whilst for many of the 
British working class it is their main 
political value and their bottom line 
in politics. 

Bob Harding 
Norwich 

Searchlight bias 

In his article ‘Driven by neglect’, 
Huw Bynon describes the Search¬ 
light group as “respectable” and 
“anti-fascist” (April 20 2006). 

In my experience, Searchlight em¬ 
ploys biased, inaccurate and dated 
reporting thus failing to portray the 
realities of our multicultural society: 
ie, the xenophobia displayed by mi¬ 
nority groups. 

Thus one can only speculate on the 
Searchlight group’s true agenda. 

Adrian Marlow 

email 

CMP nonsense 

With regard to Peter Manson’s arti¬ 
cle, ‘How to fight for party’, the first 
sentence says it all: “Around 20 
comrades came together for the first 
London meeting of the Campaign for 
a Marxist Party on January 21” (Jan¬ 
uary 25). 

Twenty?! While it is nice to see 
this unusual honesty in the Weekly 


Worker, surely this pathetic turnout 
should come as bitter reality check 
for your own delusional influence in 
the world. As a sectarian scandal 
sheet, the Weekly Worker is worth 
reading for a good laugh, but please 
stop the CMP nonsense. You repre¬ 
sent nothing. 

Kerin Murphy 
email 

Bloody 

amoralism 

I think key in a new programme is to 
get away from slogans - transitional 
or not. They end up on the bottom 
of leaflets with no implementatioa I 
advocate the necessity for transition¬ 
al organisations. Not just soviets, 
but the need to democratise and thus 
revolutionise every structure, wheth¬ 
er labour union or neighbourhood 
committee. (For example, in Chile 
there is a huge organisation of those 
who cannot pay their mortgages. 
They are proposing linking with the 
unemployed movement.) 

Most structures in capitalism are 
run by cliques: capitalist cliques 
and labour bureaucrat cliques, but 
the left is no different Democracy 
does not negate democratic central¬ 
ism. We do not need cliques. We do 
not propose coups. We need so¬ 
cialist practice and socialist moral¬ 
ity within the revolutionary party 
and without. We cannot overthrow 
capitalism with the same bloody 
amoralism that capitalism uses and 
then promise that after the revolu¬ 
tion we will be different. 

Earl Gilman 
email 

Autonomy 

Dave Isaacson still doesn’t get it 
(Letters, February 1). I would en¬ 
courage everyone to take a look at 
the Communist Students website 
(www.c ommunistst uden ts .org.uk) 
and decide for themselves. How much 
autonomy does CS really have from 
the CPGB? My judgement is that it’s 
in no meaningful sense autonomous 
of the CPGB, but people should judge 
for themselves. 

Jim Pad more 
Leeds 

Menshevik trash 

Dave Isaacson, executive member of 
Communist Students and member of 
the CPGB, says that “there is no 
unanimity within the CPGB, let 
alone a line” on the Marxist position 
on the state and theories of imperi¬ 
alism. This may or may not be true, 
but what clearly unifies them is their 
rejection of Marx and Engels’s un¬ 
derstanding of the nature of the 
state and of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, following tire Paris Com¬ 
mune of 1871. 

Of course, the ‘Marxists’ of the 
CPGB do not attack Marx and Engels 
directly, but use the time-honoured 
methods of their Stalinist predeces¬ 
sors in attacking or distorting Lenin 
(or they say that Lenin has been 
distorted and consequently misun¬ 
derstood - that Lenin was really a 
Kautskyite!). 

The CPGB cannot propagate their 
nonsense about democratising the 
bourgeois state without throwing 
out Lenin’s key understanding of 
the nature of the state and the cen¬ 
tral requirement of the dictatorship 
of the proletariat; and one cannot do 
this without rejecting absolutely 
fundamental aspects of the ‘Marx¬ 
ism’ of Marx and Engels on these 
matters (just read what they wrote!). 

The best remedy for the anti- 
Marxist, Menshevik trash that Con¬ 
rad, Macnair et al spew out in the 


pages of Weekly Worker and else¬ 
where is for comrades to read for 
themselves Lenin’s State and revo¬ 
lution from August-September 1917. 
It is based throughout on the writ¬ 
ings of Marx and Engels, combined 
with the actuality of the unfolding 
revolution in Russia. I am sure I have 
a spare copy. 

Steve Revi ns 
Birmingham 

Illuminating 

There seems to be a certain amount 
of confusion as to Marx’s views on 
the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

In his Critique of the Gotha pro¬ 
gramme, Marx has the following to 
say: “Between the capitalist socie¬ 
ty and the communist society lies 
the period of the revolutionary trans¬ 
formation of one into the other. To 
this there corresponds a political 
transition period whose state can be 
nothing but the revolutionary dic¬ 
tatorship of the proletariat.” 

David Connor 
email 

Egregious act 

With their recent decision to endorse 
and support the colonial police in 
the occupied Six Counties of Ire¬ 
land, Sinn Fein have announced 
their de facto surrender to the Brit¬ 
ish state in return for a piece of the 
same neoliberal pie which has al¬ 
ready condemned workers in the 
Irish Republic to deepening social 
and economic injustice. 

The Blair government, surely the 
most corrupt, venal and immoral in 
a long line of British governments, 
has succeeded in defeating the Pro¬ 
visional IRA through a steady and 
sustained process of detaching the 
head which is the leadership, from 
the body comprising the hundreds 
of volunteers who sacrificed life and 
liberty for the legitimate cause of a 
united Ireland. Seduced by the ele¬ 
vated status accorded them by the 
oppressors of their people, by the 
proximity to power and influence, 
they have by turns beguiled bullied 
and intimidated their community 
into either supporting the abandon¬ 
ment of the struggle or remaining 
quiescent as that abandonment 
took place. 

At a time when the world is on 
fire, when resistance to that jugger¬ 
naut of death and destruction oth¬ 
erwise known as US-ledimperialism 
and neoliberalism in the Middle 
East has never been fiercer, when a 
second front against that same jug¬ 
gernaut continues to grow in Latin 
America, Sinn Fein’s removal from 
the stage as a European outpost of 
the global anti-imperialist struggle 
takes on added and even more bit¬ 
ter significance. 

Malcolm X once said: “Revolu¬ 
tions are never based on begging a 
corrupt society or a corrupt system 
to accept us into it.” Yet this is pre¬ 
cisely what Sinn Fein began doing 
when they signed up to the Good 
Friday agreement, entering a politi¬ 
cal cul de sac which, in their latest 
decision to support the Police Serv¬ 
ice of Northern Ireland, has brought 
an end to the rising in this current 
generation against the colonial oc¬ 
cupation of six counties of Ireland 
by a foreign power. 

There is a school of thought, prev¬ 
alent among sections of the UK left, 
which continues to maintain that the 
British government is eager to with¬ 
draw from Ireland at the earliest con¬ 
ceivable opportunity, due, they 
maintain, to it being an economic 
and military drain. It is a dangerous 
school of thought, one which has 
led to a lack of engagement in the 
Irish struggle on the part of the left, 
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testament to an astounding lack of 
understanding of the role of any rul¬ 
ing class. 

Britain’s role as a junior partner to US 
imperialism means that the break-up of 
the British state would have conse¬ 
quences on a global scale, delivering 
both a material and psychological blow 
to Washington in its ongoing project 
to secure US global economic hegem¬ 
ony, whether through US control of in¬ 
ternational institutions like the 
International Monetary Fund, World 
Trade Organisation and World Bank 
or through overt military operations 
such as that currently taking place in 
the Middle East. By retaining pos¬ 
session of the Six Counties, the Brit¬ 
ish ruling class maintain their place 
at the table as a junior partner, thus 
gaining the crumbs from that table in 
the form of access to raw materials, 
markets and status (and status 
should never be underestimated in its 
importance to a class consumed with 
being lauded and respected on an in¬ 
dividual and collective basis). 

Britain is nothing more than a US 
policeman on the beat in the north 
Atlantic, a bastion of free market fun¬ 
damentalism and a Hessian state 
charged with looking after US stra¬ 
tegic and military interests in this 
part of the globe. It is the same role 
played by Israel in the Middle East, 
South Korea in south-east Asia and 
C olombia in Latin America. It is much 
too important a role in the eyes of 
both the British and US imperialist 
class to be risked or compromised in 
any way, which explains the efforts 
of both the Clinton and Bush admin¬ 
istrations to push the ‘peace’ proc¬ 
ess through to its logical conclusion 

- namely the complete defeat of main¬ 
stream republicanism both militarily 
and politically. 

Without recourse to military ac¬ 
tion, Sinn Fein will never be more 
than another tepid, social democrat¬ 
ic formation occupying the centre- 
left of the political landscape, 
formations the like of which have 
spread throughout western Europe 
in line with the prerogatives of the 
so-called Washington consensus. 
New Labour has set the standard for 
those formations and the existing 
leaders of Sinn Fein are set on reach¬ 
ing it, allowing the rise of a catholic 
middle class without effecting any 
qualitative change in social relations 

- in so doing following the template 
of South Africa under the African Na¬ 
tional Congress, another ex-revolu¬ 
tionary organisation which has 
embraced neoliberalism at the ex¬ 
pense of its people. 

Go into Belfast city centre today 
and you will see a city seemingly re¬ 
born. The abundance of cafes, restau¬ 
rants, bars and upmarket shops speak 
of a burgeoning economy in which 
everybody wins. But scratch the sur¬ 
face and you come to the reality in the 
shape of spiralling debt on the back 
of easily available consumer credit, 
rising crime, drug abuse and the indi¬ 
viduation of working class communi¬ 
ties on both sides of the sectarian 
divide. For in any society predicated 
on the separation of winners and los¬ 
ers, it is the working class that loses, 
if not in the short term then most as¬ 
suredly in the long term. 

Bobby Sands famously once wrote 
that “our revenge will be the laugh¬ 
ter of our children”. Sadly, thatlaugh- 
ter will have to be put on hold for 
another generation. For the present 
generation of Irish children, theirs 
will be a future of exploitation, ine¬ 
quality, indignity and alienation at 
the hands of an occupying power, 
aided and abetted by former revolu¬ 
tionaries who’ve willingly offered 
their people up for sale to multina¬ 
tional corporations in return for sta¬ 
tus, power and individual gain. 

Ultimately, the existing SF leader¬ 
ship’s short-term reward for sending 
their organisation into the night as a 
national liberation movement has 


guaranteed in the long term their cal¬ 
umny in the court of history, a court 
in which the intellectual gymnastics 
employed by Adams, McGuinness et 
al in order to justify such an egre¬ 
gious act are inadmissible. 

John Wight 
Solidarity 

Sick society? 

The Morning Star last week was de¬ 
lighted to report thatCuban leaderFi- 
del Castro had recovered sufficiently 
from serious illness to be shown on 
TV meeting Hugo Chavez. 

While wishing the comrade well, 
we have to ask why his health is ap¬ 
parently so important to the success 
of Cuba as a state. Why are socialist 
societies so fragile, and so undemo¬ 
cratic, that their stability relies on the 
continued public appearances of 
elderly leaders? Surely, at 80, Castro 
should be allowed to retire and a new 
government should be elected by the 
population. It creates a poor impres¬ 
sion of the quality of democracy un¬ 
der socialism that its enemies eagerly 
await, and its friends dread, the con¬ 
sequences of the death of a single 
sick old maa 
Zoe Ellwin 
Hertfordshire 

Canadian left 

The surprise Conservative motion 
recognising that the “Quebecois fonn 
a nation within a united Canada” has 
shown (yet agpin) just how important 
Quebec is to Canadian political life. 
And for at least the fifth time in the 
last quarter century, the left has been 
caught flat-footed by developments 
shaped by Quebec’s weight in the 
federation and its enduring national 
aspirations. 

Still, the present context is fluid 
enough that the left can win a hearing 
for a very different approach to the 
‘constitutional’ file. We cannot and 
need not allow ourselves to be out¬ 
flanked by the cynical manoeuvring of 
the Conservatives or bamboozled by 
the Liberals into a ‘patriotic alliance’ 
against virtually the entire spectrum of 
left-progressive opinion in Quebec. 

If nothing else, the Conservative 
motion andthe cliff-hangerLiberal lead¬ 
ership race confirm that we are living 
through a period of tremendous vola¬ 
tility in elite-level politics - particularly 
electoral volatility. The present volatil¬ 
ity is striking in several respects, not 
least that, save for the honourable ex¬ 
ception of the new leftwing Quebec 
Solidaire party in Quebec, social-move¬ 
ment and activist-left politics in the 
country are at a veiy low ebb indeed. It 
is safe to say that the turbulence ‘above’ 
has not been caused by upheaval from 
‘below’ - not in the immediate, massive 
c ountry wide marc he s-in- the- stre et 
sense at any rate. 

Though difficult, it is necessary to 
chart a way forward out of the cur¬ 
rent mess from a left-progressive 
perspective: against the neoliberal, 
technocratic, authoritarian drift of 
mainstream political and institution¬ 
al life, and toward a radical solution 
genuinely reflective of Canada’s 
complex multinational, multi-ethnic 
and regional realities. 

The social and political left should 
see the current fluid context as a win¬ 
dow of opportunity for advancing a 
radically different, multinational vi¬ 
sion of the federation, as a central 
component of an anti-neoliberal 
project - in line with the Bolivarian 
project for the Americas taking root 
across Latin America. 

The Canadian left cannot avoid deal¬ 
ing with ‘constitutional’ questions - 
or afford to squander this opportuni¬ 
ty to tackle them in the present rela¬ 
tively fluid context. We have a 
supportive ally in Quebec ready to 
respond to any and all overtures from 
sincere and principled forces in Eng¬ 
lish-speaking Canada. 


To be sure, this will be difficult to put 
into practice in the current defensive 
period. But, unlike what we have tend¬ 
ed to see since the famous ‘free trade’ 
debates in the late 1980s, there is an 
undercurrent of goodwill towards Que¬ 
bec among many left forces in the rest 
of the country. This can be found 
among younger people brought into 
politics by the anti-globalisation pro¬ 
tests at Seattle and the Summit of the 
Americas in Quebec City in 2001 and 
the anti-war protests of 2003 to the 
present day; and among older leftists 
and progressives unimpressed by the 
stale patriotic rallying cries of a corrupt 
Liberal Party so totally committed to 
the corporate agenda. 

Adopting a new approach on Que¬ 
bec and the constitution is not only a 
matter of principle, but also a strategic 
precondition for building a durable 
pan-Canadian alliance of the left, 
achieving true democratic refonn and 
breaking out of the maddening ‘juris¬ 
dictional’ dead-end around socio-eco¬ 
nomic questions at the municipal and 
provincial levels (healthcare, labour 
laws, childcare, housing, public tran¬ 
sit, and so forth). Such an alliance rep¬ 
resents a far more viable and ‘winning’ 
strategic orientation in the medium 
term than continuing down the path of 
the parliamentary horse-trading and 
zigzags on Quebec. 

This means pushing for a reopen¬ 
ing of the constitution and preparing 
now for the day when it is reopened, 
as it necessarily will be one day. Bet¬ 
ter to begin cobbling together a so¬ 
lution on our own terms now than to 
play catch-up in a context of crisis. 
We do not want to find ourselves 
outflanked yet again by Liberal and 
Conservative elites. 

Though still fragile and tentative, 
Quebec Solidaire provides the first 
opportunity in a generation to carry a 
different approach forward outside 
the marginal confines of the far left, 
with an ally in Quebec that is open to 
such cooperation and has real weight 
and prospects for growth. With the 
Liberals now rebounding from their 
previous lows and the Greens threat¬ 
ening it in the polls, the New Demo¬ 
cratic Party is entering a new period 
of crisis and introspection. It may be 
possible to push the party back to¬ 
wards the more Quebec-friendly po¬ 
sitions taken in the early days of the 
Jack Layton leadership. 

In Quebec, Quebec Solidaire has 
advanced the idea of a “constituent as¬ 
sembly” as a way to engage and mo¬ 
bilise broad sectors of the population 
in fashioning the constitution of a sov¬ 
ereign Quebec, which would then be 
submitted for approval in a referen¬ 
dum. This is a radically democratic 
approach which the rest of Canada 
would do well to emulate - taking the 
whole matter of how we want to run the 
country out of the hands of the ‘con¬ 
stitutional experts’, media blowhards, 
bureaucrats and corporate lobbyists 
that monopolise debate and entrench 
division and deadlock. 

We can promote such an approach 
in a way that places socio-economic 
questions front and centre. The cur¬ 
rent constitutional arrangement ties 
the hands of those looking to beat 
back privatisation and raise standards 
across the country. Far from repre¬ 
senting a line of last defence against 
capitalist globalisation, the federal 
state and its provincial, territorial and 
municipal tributaries are active agents 
of the neoliberalisation and commod¬ 
ification of every aspect of life and 
politics. No alternative to neoliberal¬ 
ism is possible without a radical break 
from the current pan-Canadian insti¬ 
tutional order. 

This can be the contribution of Can¬ 
ada, Quebec and Aboriginal peoples to 
the Bolivarian project sweeping across 
Nuestra America - uniting the peoples 
of the hemisphere against neoliberal¬ 
ism and US imperialism. 

Nathan Rao 
Toronto 


Communist Forums 

London Sundays, 5pm, Diorama Arts Centre (D2), 3 Euston Centre, 
London NW1 (Warren Street tube). Study topic, plus weekly 
political report from CPGB Provisional Central Committee. 

February 11 : Study topic: ‘Political economy: theory of force 
(conclusion)’, using Frederick Engels’s Anti-Diihring. 

February 18: Campaign for a Marxist Party meeting (see below). 
February 25: No Forum. 

March 4: Study topic: ‘Political economy: theory of value’, using 
Frederick Engels’s Anti-Diihring. 

Sheffield Wednesdays, 6pm, Sheffield Student Union. 

Call Lee fordetails: 07958447815. 

South Wales Call Bob fordetails: 07816 480679. 

Campaign fora Maixist Party meetings 

Load on Sunday February 18, 5pm: Discussion on programme - 
min-max (CPGB speaker), transitional (Gerry Downing), min/trans/ 
max (Steve Freeman)? Diorama Arts Centre (D2), 3 Euston Centre, 
NW1 (Warren Street tube). 

CMP Campaign secretary: PO Box 7053, Glasgow G44 9AQ. 

Slop the War Coalition 

Saturday February 10, 10am to 5pm: STWC Scottish conference, Sir 
Charles Wilson Building, Gibson Street, Glasgow University. 

07866 1 76960; www.edinburghstw.org.uk. 

Close all detention centres 

Saturday February 10, 11.30am: Demonstration, Kalyx and 
Colnbrook immigration removal centres, Colnbrook Bypass, 
Harmondsworth, West Drayton, UB7. 

Called by London No Borders. 

Troops out of Iraq 

Monday February 12, 7.30pm: Public meeting, Palms Bar, Lady well 
Leisure Centre, London SE13. Organised by STWC and CND. 

Unite Against Fascism 

Saturday February 17, 10am: UAF national conference, TUC 
Congress House, Great Russell Street, London WC1. 
www.uaf.org.uk. 

Scrap Trident conference 

Saturday February 17, 1.30pm to 5.30pm: TUC Congress House, 
Great Russell Street (nearest tube: Tottenham Court Road). 

Speakers include Tony Benn, Barry Camfreld (TGWU), Keith 
Sonnet (Unison), John McDonnell MP, Michael Meacher MP, Kate 
Hudson (CND), Walter Wolfgang. Organised by Labour CND, 
Labour Against the War, Labour Action for Peace. 

London Labour Left 

Monday February 19, 7pm: Next meeting, Lucas Arms, Grays Inn 
Road, London WC1. 

No Trident, troops out of Iraq - demo 

Saturday February 24, 12 noon: National demonstration. Assemble 
Hyde Park, march to rally in Trafalgar Square. Called by Stop the 
War Coalition and Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament 

Oiganisingfor Fighting Unions 

Sheffield Monday February 26 , 7.30pm, Library Theatre, Tudor 
Square. Speakers include Mark Serwotka, John Rees. 07810 824223. 
Bimmgham Monday March 5, 7pm, Adrian Boult Hall (near 
Central Library). Speakers include Mark Serwotka, Tony Kearns 
(CWU), John Rees. 07971 679883. 

Bristol Wednesday March 14, 7.30pm, Council House, College 
Green. Speakers include Tony Benn, Matt Wrack, John Rees. 

Respect women’s conference 

Saturday March 3 2007: ‘Women and politics today’, South 
Camden Community School, Cbarrington Street, London NW1 
(near Kings Cross). Open to Respect members and supporters. 
Sessions include: Women and imperialism; Muslim women and 
politics; Abortion - should we defend a women’s right to choose?; 
The raunch culture and sexual exploitation; Does positive action 
work? More information: Jennifer Braunlich (0870 850 1978; 
jennifer@respectcoalition.org) 

Democracy and working class 
representation 

Saturday March 10, 1pm: Socialist Alliance day school, London, 
venue to be confirmed. Sessions on ‘Democracy today’, ‘Lessons 
of Chartism’, ‘Rise and fall of Labourism’, ‘Republicanism’, ‘What 
is to be done?’ 

No One Is Illegal 

Saturday March 24 2007: Trade union conference against 
immigration controls, Asylum Link, St Anne’s church. Overbury 
Street, Liverpool 7. info@noii.org.uk. 

For open borders 

Saturday March 31, 1pm to 5.30pm: Trade union conference agpinst 
immigration controls, Asylum Link, St Annes Church, Overbury 
Street, Liverpool 7. Light refreshments from 12 noon. 

Sponsors to date: Tameside, Oxford, Bury, Waltham Forest, Oldham, 
Chorley and Greater Manchester trades councils, plus NUT, 

Unison, TGWU and GMB branches. 

Organised by No One Is Illegal: www.noii.org.uk. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group, 
email: rdgroup@yahoo.co.uk 

CPGB wills 

Remember the CPGB and keep the struggle going. Put our party’s 
name and address, together with the amount you wish to leave, in 
your will. If you need further help, do not hesitate to contact us. 
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IRAN 


Defend Iran’s workers, 
not its rotten regime 



O ver the last two weeks, al¬ 
though Iran is facing a ma¬ 
jor military attack, protests 
and demonstrations against harsh 
economic conditions have escalat¬ 
ed within the country. 

Despite the daily threats of ag¬ 
gression by a major superpower, 
the Iranian population shows huge 
mistrust and disdain for its own 
rulers. President Mahmoud Ah- 
madinejad’s hopes of using the 
threat of war to divert attention 
from political and economic diffi¬ 
culties at home have backfired, and 
many within the inner circles of the 
Tehran theocratic regime are trying 
to distance themselves from the 
current government’s policy of 
blaming everything on the US. 

At the same time, however, Iran’s 
supreme religious leader, ayatollah 
Khamenei, has approved of secret 
and open negotiations with the US 
- both via intermediaries like Saudi 
Arabia and directly, such as the 
talks held between Iran’s ex-presi¬ 
dent Mohammad Khatami and sen¬ 
ator John Kerry in Davos. 

Inside Iran, the threat of sanc¬ 
tions and dramatic economic mis¬ 
management have both contributed 
to a 15-20% inflation rate, exacer¬ 
bated by high rates of unemploy¬ 
ment. Preparations for the budget 
for the Iranian new year in March 
have included drafting a parallel 
budget for 2007-08, which would 
come into force in the event of an 
“extraordinary incident” affecting 
the country’s heavily oil-depend¬ 
ent economy. The ‘shadow budg¬ 
et’ assumes an oil price of less than 
$30 a barrel, compared with$33.7 in 
the actual budget proposed by Ah- 
madinejad earlier this year. 

Meanwhile, prices for vegetables 
have tripled in the past month, 
housing prices have doubled since 
last summer - and, as costs have 
gone up, more Iranians have start¬ 
ed to lay the blame squarely on Ah- 
madinejad. 

The increase in the number of 
protests reported by leftwing stu¬ 
dent and worker activists shows 
that radical opposition to the regime 
is gaining momentum. On January 
24 workers from Chapar Abad dam 
in Oshnouye, northern Iran, went 
on strike in protest at non-payment 
of their wages and bonuses forover 
six months. Over 1,500 workers of 
the Zigurat and Parleed companies 
at the Simreh dam in Darreh Shahr 
township were also protesting that 
they have not been paid in over 
four months. Non-payment of sal¬ 
aries has become a systematic way 
of increasing the rate of exploitation 
of workers by both the public and 
private sectors in Iran. 

On February 2, Iran Sadra ship¬ 
yard workers’ representatives were 
arrested in the southern port of 
Bushehr, accused of organising a 
strike by 150 workers over the fir¬ 
ing of 38 of their comrades. When 
the shipyard management com¬ 
plained to the government that the 
workers were disturbing public or¬ 
der after the strike forced the shut¬ 
down of the company, the state sent 
in its security forces to arrest and 
intimidate workers. 


Public flagging: barbarism 

Last week workers from the Sarit 
cement company in Mazandaran 
were staging a sit-in against gov¬ 
ernment policies that have led to 
the privatisation of their factory. 
Until last week workers covered 
three shifts, but privatisation will 
undoubtedly lead to job losses and 
the sale of the premises by the new 
owners. 

News headlines fonn the Iran La¬ 
bour News Agency for one day, 


January 27, show the current state 
of labour unrest in the islamic re¬ 
public: 

• Workers at the Asghari Farid fer¬ 
tiliser factory were protesting be¬ 
cause they had not been paid for 
three months. 

• In the Mojdeh Vasl factory, Shiraz 
workers have not been paid in four 
months. 

• Workers at Lorestan’s Boojan re¬ 
frigerator factory were continuing 


their protests. 

• In the Iran Yasooj sugar factory 
workers were taking action against 
non-payment for four months. 

Of course, the neoliberal econom¬ 
ic policies of the pro-market islam¬ 
ic regime lie at the heart of the 
current economic situation. How¬ 
ever, things will only get worse 
once the proposed sanctions take 
effect. It will be the workers, the 
poor and the underclass who will 
pay for the UN-imposed sanctions 
approved on December 23 2006, 
while the wealthy - including the 
super-rich clerics - are busy mov¬ 
ing their money to safer east Asian 
bank accounts. 

One would have thought that the 
current scenario in Iran would pro¬ 
vide the anti-capitalist, anti-war 
movement with the best opportuni¬ 
ty to oppose imperialist aggression 
and war in the Middle East. It could 
point to the determined protests of 
the largest secular working class 
movement in the Middle East as a 
sign of hope for another world that 
can be built on the strength of the 
opposition of ordinary working men 
and women, not just against imperi¬ 
alism, but also against the theocra¬ 
cy. After all, 28 years after the birth 
of the first islamic republic, the po¬ 
litical and economic failure of the re¬ 
ligious state in Iran and its complete 
capitulation to world capitalism is 
plain for all to see. Surely this must 


have some significance for anti-war 
socialists and Marxists, as they con¬ 
sider solidarity with the peoples of 
the Middle East Yet this great op¬ 
portunity is being wasted by the 
Stop the War Coalition. 

The February 10 STWC Scottish 
conference in Glasgow looks like be¬ 
ing yet another example of such a 
missed opportunity. Despite the fact 
that the ‘war on terror ‘is more un¬ 
popular than ever before, the number 
of participants in anti-war demon¬ 
strations and meetings has fallen 
steadily since 2003. Under the lead¬ 
ership of the Socialist Workers Party 
the STWC has deliberately watered 
down the politics of the movement 
- to the extent of avoiding any cri¬ 
tique of political islam, adopting the 
simplistic attitude of ‘the enemy of 
my enemy is my friend’ and taking 
up ‘islamo-friendly’ slogans and po- 
sitions. Presumably the idea has 
been to attract support among wid¬ 
er sections of the population, but it 
has failed dismally. 

The STWC has not only failed to 
gain new members and activists: it 
has great difficulty maintaining its 
existing support. In the UK, as far 
as Iranian leftwing activists are 
concerned, the STWC leadership 
lost all credibility once it took up 
the slogan, ‘We are all Hezbollah 
now’. To many Iranian refugees, 
Hezbollah invokes nightmares of 
the worst periods in the islamic re¬ 
gime’s repression. It was the ‘orig¬ 
inal’ Hezbollah in Tehran that went 
around, razor blade in hand, slash¬ 
ing the faces of women who dared 
show a bit of hair from under their 
headscarves. It was Hezbollah who 
attacked an oilworkers’ sit-in in the 
southern provinces of Iran weeks 
after the coming to power of the re¬ 
gime. And it was Hezbollah that 
volunteered to attack civilians in 
Kurdish cities and villages, once 
ayatollah Khomeini had issued his 
first fatwa against the Kurds. 

Contrary to what some SWP ac¬ 
tivists in the Stop the War Coalition 
believe, in fact islamists have much 
more respect for socialists and 
communists who refuse to take up 
opportunist slogans and who stick 
to their own principles and slogans 
when uniting temporarily in the anti¬ 
war movement. 

At a time when the threat of war 
against Iran is entering a new and 
dangerous phase, the anti-war 
movement should certainly call for 
the immediate, unconditional with¬ 
drawal of US-UK troops from Iraq 
and raise the slogan of a nuclear- 
free world and nuclear-free Middle 
East. However, this is also the ideal 
time to point out that after 27 years 
in power in Iran, political islam has 
proved itself to be neither willing 
nor capable of confronting the rav¬ 
ages of world capital. It is the ideal 
time to show solidarity with the 
struggles of the Iranian working 
class - both against imperialist ag¬ 
gression and against the internal, 
islamist defenders of capitalism. 

The Hands Off the People of Iran 
campaign presents such an oppor¬ 
tunity for all genuine opponents of 
war and oppression • 

Yassamine Mather 


Founding statement 

Hands Off the People of Iran campaign 


W e recognise thatt here is an urgent need to 
establ ish a pri ncipl ed sol idar ity campa ign 
with the peopleoflran.lhecontradictions 
between the interest soft he neo-conservatives in 
power in the USA and the defenders of the mle of 
capital inthe islamic republic have entered a dan¬ 
gerous new p base. 

US i m peri ali sm a nd i ts al li es are in tent on r egim e 
change from above and are seriously considering 
options to impose this-sanctions, diplomatic pres¬ 
sure, limited strikes or perhapsbombingthe coun¬ 
try back to the stone age. 

I n I ran, th e th eocra cy i s usi ng th e i nte rna ti ona I 
outcryagainst its nuclear weapons programme to 
divert attention away from thecountry’sendemic 
crisis, deflect popularanger onto foreign enemies 
and thus prolong its re act ion ary rule. 

The pretext of external threats has been cynical¬ 
ly usedto justify increased internal repression. The 
regime’s securityapparatus has been unleashed on 
its political opponents-workers, women and youth. 
T he r isin g ti de of dai ly wor king d ass ant i-capi tal ist 
struggles has been met with arrests, the ratification 
of new anti-l abour I aws and sweeping pri vatisations. 
U nd er t he n ew I rani an go ver nme nt, mi li tary-fa sc ist 
organisations are gaining political and military 
strength, posingan ominousthreatto the working 
class and democratic opposition. 

Paradoxically, the US-UK invasion of Iraq has ac¬ 
tually increased the regional influence of Iran’s 
rulers -it led to the election of the pro-Iran ianshia 
government currently in power in Baghdad. This 
means that any support fr om the anti- war m ovement 
for the reactionaries who currently govern Iran and 
repress its people isin effect indirect support for 


the occupationgovernmentin Iraq. 

We recognise thateffective resistance tot his war 
can only mean the militant defe nee of the struggles 
of theworking dassinlran and of the rising social 
movements in that country. Wewantregimechange 
-bothinlran and in the imperialist countries. Butwe 
know th at change m ustcome from below -from t he 
struggles of the working dass and social move¬ 
ments- if it is to lead togenuineliberation. 

We call on all anti-capita list forces, progressive 
politicalgroups and social organisations to join with 
the adivistsofthelranianleft to both opposeimpe- 
rialism’s plans and to organisepractical solidarity 
withthegrowingmovement againstwar and repres¬ 
sion in Iran headed by the working class, women, 
students and youth. 

Our cam paign d ema nds: 

•No to imperialist war! No tothetheocratic regime! 
•The im medi ate and unconditi onal withdrawal of US- 
UKtr oops from the Gulf region! 

• Opposrti on to I srael i expand on ism and aggression! 
•Supportto all working dass and progressive strug¬ 
gles in Iran aga inst poverty and re pression! 

•Sup port for soci al i sm, democracy a nd wor kers’ 
control in Iran! 

•Fora nuclear-freeMiddle East! 

If you support the stmgglefor an Iran free of the 
oppressivederical regime,but oppose the war plans 
of the im pe ri ali sts - join us/* 

Comm un ist Party of Great Britai n 
Workers Left Unity-Iran 
Iran Bulletin - Middle EastForum 
Com munist Students 
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Kosova needs genuine 
self-determination 



F ollowing the Serbian parliamen¬ 
tary elections of January 21, at¬ 
tempts are still being made to 
cobble together some sort of rela¬ 
tively stable coalition government. 
Clearly no easy task, given the high¬ 
ly fractious and volatile nature of 
Serbian politics. However, no mat¬ 
ter how great their apparent differ¬ 
ences or formal programmes, one 
thing that seems to unite all the re¬ 
spective parties is flat opposition to 
the right of the Kosovar Albanians 
to self-determination. 

So, cheeringly for the Kosovars, 
the ‘extremist’ Vojislav Seselj - now 
facing trial for “war crimes” in The 
Hague - and his ultra-nationalist Ser¬ 
bian Radical Party won 28.7% of the 
vote, securing them 81 seats in the 
250-seat legislature. Then we bad the 
‘moderate’ Boris Tadic, the current 
president of Serbia and leader of the 
pro-European Union Democrat Party, 
taking 22.9% of the vote and winning 
65 seats. Next there was the ‘semi-ex¬ 
tremist’ Vojislav Kostunica - the Ser¬ 
bian prime minister-andhis nationalist 
Democratic Party of Serbia-New Ser¬ 
bia (or ‘Popular Coalition’), gaining 
16.7% and 47 seats. After that, the 
G17 Plus got 6.8%, the Socialist Par¬ 
ty of Serbia ended up with 5.64% and 
(deep breath) the Liberal Democratic 
Party-Civic Alliance of Serbia-Social 
Democratic Union-League of Social 
Democrats of Vojvodina managed 
5.31 %. The other remaining parties got 
eight seats between them. 

In a bureaucratic attempt to partial¬ 
ly offset sectarian tensions, those of¬ 
ficially registered as ‘ethnic minority 
parties’ did not need to surpass the 
5% threshold in order to gain seats in 
the parliament - but instead just need- 
edO.4%. Thus, for instance, the Roma 
Union of Serbia was allocated one 
seat thanks to its 4.2% vote. Further¬ 
more, the d’Hondt method was used 
to distribute parliamentary mandates. 
This allows parties having relatively 
few votes to be represented, and was 
precisely the system used to distrib¬ 
ute ministerial positions in the North¬ 
ern Ireland executive. 

However, the stubborn fact remains 
that the Kosovar Albanians will con¬ 
tinue to be denied their democratic 
right to self-determination. True, for 
the first time in over a decade, Albani¬ 
an parties from the Presevo Valley in 
southern Serbia’s Pcinja district par¬ 
ticipated in the elections. The Albani¬ 
an Coalition from Presevo Valley - to 
use its official name - got 4.2% of Hie 
vote (one seat), and is pledged to de¬ 
fend and advance ethnic Albanian mi¬ 
nority rights in that region. 

However, the Kosovar Albanian 
parties continued their boycott of all 
Serbian elections and censuses - a 
position steadfastly maintained since 
1990. Indeed, most Kosovar Albani¬ 
ans are not registered to vote at all. 
This is hardly surprising really, as the 
process is predicated on the funda¬ 
mental denial of their democratic 
rights. It is a universal assumption in 
official Serbian politics that the Kos¬ 
ovar Albanians will be denied self- 
determination in perpetuum. 

This was graphically revealed last 
October, when Kostunica cynically 
engineered and easily won a referen¬ 
dum on a proposed draft Serbian con¬ 


stitution In the first article of this new 
constitution, Serbia is defined as a 
“state of the Serb people and all its 
citizens” - with the preamble describ¬ 
ing Kosova as an “integral part” (or 
even “eternal part”, depending which 
translation you use) of Serbia, albeit 
one which theoretically exercises 
“fundamental autonomy”. 

Naturally, the likes of Seselj, Tadic 
Kostunica, etc all pledge their loyalty 
to the new constitution Indeed, Ses¬ 
elj’s Radical Party has, Ian Paisley- 
style, vowed “never to surrender” - 
that is, never to accede to the demo¬ 
cratic wishes of the Kosovar Albani¬ 
ans. ‘Moderates’ like Tadic, of course, 
echo such nationalist and anti-demo¬ 
cratic sentiments - even if they might 
express them in a less vituperative 
fashion 

And the same goes for the United 
Nations and all the ‘great powers’. 
The UN mediator on this issue, Mart- 
ti Ahtisaari, has just called for a de¬ 
gree of “limited independence” for 
the province of Kosova, made up of 
some 87% (mostly muslim) ethnic Al¬ 
banians. But this relies on a UN vote, 
and Russia is almost certain to use 
its veto. 

Russia steadfastly upholds Bel¬ 
grade’s “eternal” claim to Kosova - in 
part hecauseof a common Slavic iden¬ 
tity forged in opposition to the Turk¬ 
ish Ottomans, in part because of a 
common orthodox Christian tradition, 
and in part because of Moscow’s own 
thorny problem with muslim separa¬ 
tists in Chechnya and elsewhere. 

As for the US, the UK, Germany and 
France, they want to integrate the 
whole Balkan region into the Europe¬ 
an Union. Towards that end their an¬ 
swer is to grant Kosova “limited 
independence” and try to persuade 
Serbia to accept the facts on the 
ground in return for EU membership 
... and all that means in terms of aid, 
labour remittances and the world’s 
biggest market. However, standing by 
the right to national self-determina¬ 
tion would not only upset Belgrade 
and Moscow, but others too who face 
their own national questions - such as 
Cyprus, Greece and Spain Hence the 
most likely scenario in the short term 
is the continuation of the UN protec¬ 
torate . 

On the other hand, the vast majori¬ 
ty of Kosovar Albanians, beyond a 
shadow of doubt, want and demand 
full independence - not “autonomy”, 
“limited” national rights or any other 
stitch-up. Self-evidently, the Kosovar 
people have expressed that wish time 
and time again - whether through ex¬ 
plicit support for the Kosova Libera¬ 
tion Army in its struggle against the 
Serbian anny and its paramilitary 
death squads or through the boycott¬ 
ing (whether politically wise or not) of 
Serbian-run elections. Only the wilful¬ 
ly blind- or terminally chauvinist - can 
fail to see this. 

Unlike the imperialists and Serbian 
political elite, then, communists sup¬ 
port the right of Kosovar Albanians 
to self-determination - and have al¬ 
ways done so. While we favour the 
coming together of all peoples, the 
biggest possible state units and the 
eventual abolition of all borders, we 
recognise that this can only be 
achieved on a voluntary basis. Eg, we 


favour not the break-up of the bureau¬ 
cratic EU by splitting away various 
countries, but winning working class 
domination over the EU as a whole. 
OurEU wouldbe fully democratic and 
centralised 

Kosova is an oppressed nation un¬ 
der UN/Nato farces. That oppression 
began, however, under the Yugoslavi¬ 
an ‘socialist’ state inaugurated by Tito 
- where Kosova was denied the status 
of a republic. A ‘democratic deficit’ 
which turned into brutal oppression 
under Slobodan Milosevic’s vile Ser¬ 
bian chauvinism. Not only were Alba¬ 
nian universities and the Kosova 
parliament closed down in a most des¬ 
potic manner, but in 1999 the Serbian 
authorities launched a naked pogrom 
against the Kosovars. 

Milosevic’s assault on Kosova 
was designed to utterly crush even 
the semblance of remainingrights for 
the Kosovar Albanians, whose terri¬ 
tory was to be fully incorporated into 
‘ greater Serbia’. As part of this mon¬ 
strous irredentist drive, Kosovars 
were forced to flee their homes and 
livelihoods and retreat across the 
border into Albania. Up to 250,000 
ethnic Albanians took to the road, 
‘encouraged’ by the Yugoslavian 
anny and its Serbian paramilitary ac¬ 
complices in Kosova. Thousands 
were killed. Here was Milosevic’s ‘fi¬ 
nal solution’. 

Disgracefully, many of those con¬ 
sidered ‘darlings of the left’ lined up 
to pour scorn on the idea of Kosovar 
self-determination - many even denied 
the reality of Kosovar oppression and 
suffering. So we heard people of the 
calibre of Tony Benn, Harold Pinter, 
John Pilger andNoam Chomsky tellus 
that the Kosovar Albanians had some- 
how brought it upon themselves - 
they were ‘drug runners’, ‘agents of 
Nato’, ‘mafia members’, ‘neo-Nazis’ 
and so on. Frankly, many of these 
statements - motivated by not much 
more than a petty and myopic ‘anti- 
Americanism’ - bordered on, if not 


crossed over into, rank anti-Albanian 
chauvinism. 

Even more outrageously, the ‘rev¬ 
olutionary Marxist’ Socialist Workers 
Party well and truly ratted on the Ko¬ 
sovar Albanians as soon as the Nato 
bombs started to fall in 1999 - leav¬ 
ing them to the tender mercies of 
‘anti-imperialist’ Serbia. This was, of 
course, before the SWP discovered 
islamophobia. 

Throughout the anti-Kosovar war 
raged by Serbia, the SWP - like many 
on the left - totally failed to address 
the central democratic issue sur¬ 
rounding the conflict Instead, the 
comrades moaned about the “catas¬ 
trophe” and “horror” of the Balkans 
war - occasionally chastising the Mi¬ 
losevic regime,butalways finnly plac¬ 
ing the blame for Serbian ethnic 
cleansing on Nato and imperialism. 

Hence, for example, wereadinSo- 
cialist Worker : “Nato ... played a 
crucial role in accelerating the terror 
faced by Kosovan Albanians ... The 
scale of killings and ethnic cleans¬ 
ing soared after March 24, the day 
the Nato bombing began ... There 
were killings before March 24, but 
they were on a relatively small scale, 
similar to those which, disgraceful¬ 
ly, go on every day in regimes 
throughout the world. Nato created 
the climate in which murder and tor¬ 
ture became a hundred times more 
likely” (June 26 1999). 

In other words, had it not been for 
Nato’s air offensive, Milosevic would 
have limited himselfto killing only “rel¬ 
atively small” numbers of muslims in 
Kosova. This would have been “dis¬ 
graceful”, to be sure, but nothing out 
of the ordinary. An abhorrent but typ¬ 
ical position from the SWP, which 
demonstrates - not for the first time, 
and definitely not the last - how the 
organisation seems to think that a 
commitment to ‘anti-imperialism ’ gives 
you carte blanche to junk the strug¬ 
gle for democracy, leaving us with an 
‘anti-imperialism’which is robbed of 


its emancipatory content. Mon¬ 
strously, in this particular case it be¬ 
came a craven apologia for the 
violence of the oppressors - as if the 
Serbian regime’s ersatz ‘anti-imperial- 
ism’ represented or advancedany kind 
of working class interests. 

Even worse, if possible, was the 
SWP’s attempt to retrospectively jus¬ 
tify its position when looking back on 
the conflict the following year. Alex 
Callinicos infonned us that the fact 
that hundreds of thousands had fled 
or were forcibly expelled from their 
homes could not he blamed on Milo¬ 
sevic at all: “Now The Guardian has 
accepted, as anti-war campaigners 
argued from the start, that the refugee 
crisis was a consequence of the bomb¬ 
ing” (Socialist Worker March 25 
2000). Furthermore, in Socialist Re¬ 
view he explained that the “mass ex¬ 
pulsions of Kosovan Albanians” were 
“in fact precipitated” by Nato’s bomb¬ 
ing campaign (April 2000). 

You might as well argue that the 
1943-45 Nazi holocaust was “precip¬ 
itated” by the Allied war effort. In re¬ 
ality the mass exodus of the Kosovar 
people was the result of a deliberate¬ 
ly planned and executed pogrom di¬ 
rected against them from Belgrade. 
True, Nato’s military strikes had the 
effect of escalating the Serbian ter¬ 
ror campaign against the ethnic Al¬ 
banians as a by-product. But to imply 
that Nato was somehow directly re¬ 
sponsible for the refugee crisis was 
almost worthy of a Gobbels - or in¬ 
deed a Callinicos, who went on to 
argue: “In fact, as The Guardian now 
acknowledges, it seems the Serb forc¬ 
es killed several thousand Albanians 
last spring, not tens of thousands. 
This was a barbarous atrocity, but not 
the holocaust” (Socialist Worker 
March 25 2000). 

So the Serb terror launched against 
the oppressed Kosovar muslims was 
not so bad then. And more to the 
point, perhaps, the fact that a mere 
“barbarous atrocity” - not “the hol¬ 
ocaust’ - was inflicted on the major¬ 
ity of the Kosovar people clearly 
invalidated their democratic right to 
self-determination Grotesquely, the 
‘holocaust denial’ line peddled by the 
SWP absolved them of any need to 
act in a principled Marxist way and 
make its organisation a tribune of the 
oppressed. 

And what has changed since 1999? 
There has been absolutely no indica¬ 
tion in the pages of Socialist Worker, 
or elsewhere, that the SWP has leamt 
from the disastrous failures of its Ko¬ 
sova policy - or is prepared to hon¬ 
estly re-evaluate its ‘anti-imperialism’. 
Quite the opposite, if anything. 

Now, just as we didin 1999, commu¬ 
nists are obliged to explain why Ser¬ 
bia’s working class needs to support 
the right of Kosova to independence. 
Naturally, this in no way implies that 
the CPGB has abandoned the idea 
that our main enemy is at home. After 
all, we argued with absolute consist¬ 
ency against the Nato bombing of 
Serbia and unreservedly condemned 
the imperialist war aims. But real pro¬ 
letarian internationalism can only be 
built on unequivocal opposition to all 
forms of oppression and reactionary 
violence • 

Eddie Ford 
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CMP 



The Campaign for a Marxist Party held its first Glasgow public meeting on Saturday February 3. It took the 
form of a debate entitled ‘The way forward for the left’, featuring Hillel Ticktin for the CMP; Jack Ferguson of 
the Scottish Socialist Parly’s executive committee; Gordon Morgan, national treasurer of Solidarity; and 
Yassamine Mather of the Hands Off the People of Iran campaign. Peter Kennedy reports 



Y assamine Mather was the 
first speaker. She began by 
urging everyone to join HOPI 
with its twin slogans, ‘Against war 
on Iran’ and ‘No to the islamic re¬ 
public regime’. 

Over the last few weeks the threat 
of an attack on Iran by the US has 
increased, she noted. Although 
there are reports of hidden negoti¬ 
ations between the Iranian and US 
elites, the situation is grave. The 
economic sanctions imposed by 
US imperialism in December 2006 
are affecting the poor, while the 
threat of attack is being used by the 
islamic republic as an opportunity 
to intensify the repression of work¬ 
ers and the left in Iran. 

Socialists need to take a princi¬ 
pled stand when calling for ‘Hands 
off Iran’, said comrade Mather, by 
making it clear that they stand with 
Iranian workers and students 
against both US imperialism and 
the islamic republic. Iranian work¬ 
ers are very class-conscious and 
therefore aware that islamic funda¬ 
mentalism means corruption, dicta¬ 
torship and repression. They are 
also aware that capitalist reforms are 
not the answer but part of the prob¬ 
lem, and that islam is nothing but a 
haven for their own oppression. 

The anti-war movement in the 
west should be clearly opposing 
any appeasement of the islamic re¬ 
public, concluded comrade Mather. 
We must be clear in our opposition 
- against US imperialism, against the 
islamic dictatorship - and for work¬ 
ers’ unity. Populism and appease¬ 
ment is currently rife among the left 
and must be countered. 

New situation 

Next to speak was Hillel Ticktin of 
the Campaign for a Marxist Party. 
He began by outlining the new sit¬ 
uation since the fall of Stalinism in 
the Soviet Union. For the first time 
there is the possibility of a genu¬ 
ine socialist party, he believed. Sta¬ 
linism was an oppressive, unviable 
historical abortion and supporters 
of it were not of the left. The authen¬ 
tic left were physically annihilated 
and ideologically marginalised by 
Stalinism. However, Stalinism is 
now at an end - its collapse is the 
collapse of the main obstacle to the 
emergence of a genuine socialist 
alternative. 

The emergence of the Scottish 
Socialist Party was a step forward 
initially, said comrade Ticktin, be¬ 
cause it gave voice to socialist as¬ 
pirations. However its recent fall 
was no accident and resulted from 
its undemocratic nature, relying as 
it does on “supreme leaders” in a 
“permanent central committee”. Of 
course leaders emerge on the left, 
but they should not remain or ex¬ 
pect to remain permanent fixtures. 
The key has to be democratic ac¬ 
countability, control from below on 
the basis of genuine debate. 

If there is no debate, then this 
needs to be addressed. One should 
expect disagreements and differ¬ 
ences on the left because we are set 
on fundamental social change and 
there will inevitably be dispute over 


the strategy needed to achieve it. 
However, debate has to be based 
on trust if it is not to lead to split 
after split, and this trust must be 
based on unity of aim: an advance 
towards socialism. So debate - yes; 
but splits - no. 

Unity of aim should prevent 
splits and provide the basis for 
open and honest debate over strat¬ 
egy, continued comrade Ticktin. 
The aim is socialism and nothing 
short of it. One party, whether in 
Britain as a whole or Europe, can 
work on the basis of trust in social¬ 
ism as the aim, and open debate as 
to strategy to achieve this aim. 

Any unity based on nationalism 
is an alien unity. A unity between 
classes is not possible. Nationalist 
movements have failed and they 
bring ruin to the working class. In 
much of Africa the populations are 
now far worse off than they were 
under colonialism, thanks to na¬ 
tionalism. The ordinary person is 
now in a much worse state in South 
Africa. The same applies elsewhere, 
from Quebec to Cuba. 

The shift of the SSP towards na¬ 
tionalism is one very big reason for 
its recent failure to advance and its 
split. One can never unite the op¬ 
pressed and exploited on the basis 
of nationalism, which has nothing to 
offer the working class. The move 


towards nationalism is a movement 
against socialism. When John Ma¬ 
clean called for an independent so¬ 
cialist Scotland the working class 
were in the vanguard, but this is not 
the case today. 

A Marxist party must be formed 
on the basis of the greatest possi¬ 
ble unity, said Hillel. It needs to be 
a large and extensive party able to 
integrate the forces of the working 
class. Because Stalinism has col¬ 
lapsed and some left groups are 
moving to the right, the way is clear 
to develop that party. The Social¬ 
ist Workers Party, for example, is 
calling for unity with islamic funda¬ 
mentalism, stands alongside reac¬ 
tionary groups and is “no longer on 
the left”. 

Over the decades isolation has 
bred desperation, populism and re¬ 
action among the left, culminating 
in a movement away from genuine 
Marxism. We need to found some¬ 
thing new, although the form this 
will take is as yet unclear. As Trot¬ 
sky argued, new tasks in a new era 
require a new form of party to match 
that era. The aim is clear: socialism 
with no intermediate stages. And 
the party must be democratically 
run, top to bottom. Democracy is 
more than fonnal voting and must 
be based on genuine debate and ac¬ 
tion from below. 


The time is now right to form a 
Marxist party, concluded comrade 
Ticktin. 

Marxism ‘secondary’ 

The third platform speaker was 
Gordon Morgan, Solidarity’s treas¬ 
urer, who began by agreeing with 
“most of what Hillel has to say 
about the negative impact of Sta¬ 
linism on the left and the need for 
Marxism”. He was initially against 
the SSP split, but the new forma¬ 
tion, Solidarity, did occasion gen¬ 
uine debate about the fonn of the 
party. 

At its recent one-day conference 
three positions were outlined: for a 
broad socialist, electoral party 
fighting on a range of fronts, includ¬ 
ing trade union struggles, anti-war 
and anti-racism; a party of the 
‘movements’,more federal in struc¬ 
ture; and a centralist party with a 
central committee structure. Soli¬ 
darity members voted for an elec¬ 
toral party committed to a range of 
movements, said comrade Morgan. 

Solidarity is different from the 
SSP, he claimed. It is less central¬ 
ised and oriented more towards 
trade union disputes and struggles. 
Groups like the SWP are free to sell 
their papers and raise initiatives 
within Solidarity. There is general¬ 
ly a more open policy formation, 


encompassing 37 policy groups 
over matters such as economics, 
health, social policy, etc. There is 
more ground-level activity and the 
executive is open to criticism from 
below, with no subjects off the 
agenda. The split was a tragedy 
because election prospects will 
suffer. Solidarity and the SSP will 
now stand against each other. 

In the opinion of comrade Mor¬ 
gan the present period “does not 
require a revolutionary party”: 
only when there is a revolutionary 
situation will such a party be nec¬ 
essary. Today we need a broad par¬ 
ty instead, a party linked to the 
working class and other move¬ 
ments. Reforms are the principal 
aim and will raise class-conscious¬ 
ness. It is “more practical” to build 
a party to the left of the Labour 
Party, firmly against privatisation. 

The collapse of Stalinism creates 
opportunities, but this is not the 
right time to build ideologically. In 
places such as Bolivia perhaps, but 
in the advanced nations this is “not 
an option”; refonns are crucial to 
create a consensus amongst move¬ 
ments and unify their demands. 
The state has the ability to disrupt 
the movements, but it is not all- 
powerful. 

The role of Marxism is important, 
asserted the comrade, but Marxism 
must be “secondary” to a broader, 
reformist campaign. We need to or¬ 
ganise both locally and globally 
and recent internet technology now 
makes this increasingly possible. 

Practical issues 

The final platform speaker was Jack 
Ferguson, a member of the SSP ex¬ 
ecutive. The SSP’s priority, he said, 
is to struggle for reforms, address 
“practical issues”, such as pover¬ 
ty and unemployment, and take 
part in community struggles. “Big¬ 
ger questions” have not been a 
major focus for the SSP. Right now 
it is concentrating on fighting the 
upcoming elections: “This is life 
and death to us.” What is the SSP 
trying to achieve? He assured the 
audience that “We do want to ad¬ 
vance Marxist thought.” However, 
the immediate aim is practical en¬ 
gagement in day-to-day struggles 
against poverty and social inequal¬ 
ity. The aim is to build hegemony 
for socialist ideas within groups 
who are oppressed. 

Marxists must engage with this 
practice, he concluded. In comrade 
Ferguson’s opinion the SSP is car¬ 
rying out what Marxists should be 
doing: raising awareness of strug¬ 
gles, disputes and campaigns - the 
SSP is a campaigning party. People 
are suspicious of Marxist ideology. 
Marxist education is “important”, 
but must come second to practice. 

Speakers from the floor criticised 
the approach of both the SSP and 
Solidarity. Marxists are for reforms, 
but are also aware how reforms can 
obstruct socialism, said one. What 
the SSP and Solidarity are putting 
forward is in fact a social democrat¬ 
ic platform. Another noted that, 
while both declared for Marxism, 
they were “more concerned with 
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splits on the basis that they are the 
best party”. We need Marxist edu¬ 
cation, but we need to build some 
lasting basis for unity too. 

Social democracy 

Another comrade was “pessimis¬ 
tic” about the prospects for both the 
SSP and Solidarity. The SSP prom¬ 
ises to be a broad, inclusive party, 
but it looks more like a mixture of 
Stalinism and social democracy. 
Marxism receives short shrift with¬ 
in the SSP - it is seen as surplus to 
the main requirement of‘winning 
reforms’ and contesting elections. 
In other words, the SSP treats Marx¬ 
ist ideas instrumentally at best. 

The comrade declared the need to 
be “politically bardon Stalinism” and 
recognised the need for journals 
such as Critique that analyse sit¬ 
uations honestly. However, Marx¬ 
ism is more than this. It is also 
about fighting those in power in or¬ 
der to win people to our side and this 
means Marxists having a visible pres¬ 
ence at demos and campaigns. “I’m 
all for a Marxist party,” concluded the 
comrade, “but one that is grounded 
in the practice of day-to-day working 
class struggles.” 

An ex-member of the SSP found 
comrade Ticktin’s argument for a 
Marxist party “appealing”, but won¬ 
dered whether it would be “domi¬ 
nated by London” - at least the SSP 
is “based in Scotland”. However, a 
CMP supporter retorted that there is 
“no evidence” that the working 
class would support independence 
for Scotland. The issue of inde¬ 
pendence has created the situation 
in which the Scottish working class 
is “more backward” than the rest of 
the working class in Britain. 

The same comrade described the 
left’s reformism as “useless”. The 
left itself is a barrier - it carries the 
banner of social democracy, which 
is tied to the imperialist state. Any 
popularity the SSP or Solidarity may 
have is based on ignorance of Marx¬ 
ist ideas within the left. The work¬ 
ing class were in retreat when the 
SSP came into being and what we 
need today is a Marxist programme, 
so that we do have “something 
worthwhile to discuss with people”. 

Another speaker thought that 
Stalinism was now more, not less, 
dominant. In the 1980s the SWP 
would argue, ‘Neither Washington 
nor Moscow’. Now you find the 
SWP are at the fore of the anti-im¬ 
perialist, pro-islam struggle! In the 
1980s class politics was openly dis¬ 
cussed, now it is not. Class strug¬ 
gle as a basis for change was an 
issue for debate in the 1980s: now 
it is ignored for ‘community-based’ 
politics, said Hie comrade. 

Social workers? 

Replying to the debate, Hillel Tick- 
tin reminded comrades of one of the 
main changes in capitalism since 
the 19th century: from the 1970s fi¬ 
nance capitalism has been in the 
ascendancy, which means social 
democracy has no further role to 
play. Fundamental reforms are “dif¬ 
ficult, if not impossible” for capital¬ 
ism to concede and the system is 
becoming “more vicious”. 

Marxists are not social workers, 
continued comrade Ticktin. To 
struggle for higher wages or to stop 
redundancies are indeed laudable, 
but the aim of Marxism is to trans¬ 
form working class consciousness, 
to explain where the attacks are 
coming from and why, and explain 


the nature of exploitation and op¬ 
pression. Our job is to identify the 
enemy and play a role in the over¬ 
throw of capitalism. The key is not 
to reform capitalism, but to put an 
end to it. 

Involvement in day-to-day strug¬ 
gles is necessary, but is notan end 
in itself, nor is it the most crucial 
task of Marxism: “Look at all the 
‘action’ over the past 70 years - 
where did it get us? It brought so¬ 


cial democracy and Stalinism!” In 
order to understand the realities of 
capitalism the development of ed¬ 
ucation and Marxist theory is cru¬ 
cial and the building of a Marxist 
party is vital, because nothing 
short of socialist advance will do in 
the present climate. 

A Marxist party isrequiredas a cat¬ 
alyst to unify the left and organise 
the working class in the struggle to 
overthrow capitalism, declared the 
comrade. However, the form of the 
party will not be the same as it was 
in Russia in 1917. Capitalism is 
even more decadent than in Lenin’s 
day and a different form of capital- 
ism requires a different form of 
Marxist party. 

The only way forward is a broad¬ 
ly based party, democratic from top 
to bottom, concluded comrade Tick- 
tin. It must be “open to debates on 
strategy, but united by trust de¬ 
rived from the common aim - to over¬ 
throw capitalism”. 


kk nie ase find enclosed a £20 
postal order towards the 
cost of your recent removal,” 
writes comrade PR. He apologis¬ 
es for not sending it earlier, but at 
least “this will give you a start for 
February”. 

It has, comrade. Along with a 
couple of healthy cheques from LI 
and CD (£30 and £25 respective¬ 
ly), plus three tenners - from com¬ 
rades KH, BC and SL. Thanks to 
these generous contributors, we 
end the first week of our February 
campaign with £105 towards our 
£500 fighting fund target. Just a lit¬ 
tle behind where we need to be, 
though, especially when you take 
into account the fact that this is the 
shortest month and we are already 


Gordon Morgan began his reply 
by once again stating his agree¬ 
ment with Hillel: we need to devel¬ 
op theory and the party “cannot be 
based on the Leninist model”. 
However, what we do now is “cru¬ 
cial”. We have to fight where we 
are. In Scotland this means we fight 
for independence. While there is 
“limited scope for economic re¬ 
forms”, according to the comrade, 
“there is greater scope for demo¬ 


cratic reforms”. Any socialist par¬ 
ty would have to operate “within 
the boundaries of one state”, al¬ 
though socialist parties at sub-Eu¬ 
ropean level need to build common 
alliances with each other. Socialism 
in one country is “viable”, assert¬ 
ed comrade Morgan, because na¬ 
tionalism had changed: cultural 
differences are real and a “basis for 
defining socialist politics”. 

Jack Ferguson was another to 
state his agreement with the propos¬ 
al that “We need more education”. 
However, the purpose of reforms is 
educational too. Reforms, or the 
struggle for them, bring people clos¬ 
er to the socialist movement and 
raise consciousness. 

However, there is “still a way to 
go” and we still have difficulty 
bringing Marxist ideas into working 
class struggles. “I’m not comforta¬ 
ble with my own grasp of Marxism 
to relay this to people, so I tend to 
emphasise the struggle.” • 


a quarter of the way through it. 

Comrade PR describes the Week¬ 
ly Worker as a “consistently good 
newspaper”. Presumably a view 
shared by a good proportion of the 
thousands who read us each week 
online (last week we had 24,291 
visitors). Unlike PR, however, very 
fewof them actually puttheir mon¬ 
ey where their mouth is. 

If only one percent of those gave 
us a token £1 donation using our 
PayPal facility, we would have vir¬ 
tually half our monthly require¬ 
ment! How about it, comrades? • 
Robbie Rix 

Ask for a bankers order foim, 
or send cheques, 
payable to Weekly Worker 



Hillel Ticktin: Where did all the ‘action’ get us? 


Fighting fund 

Good start 
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■ Which road? 

The programmes of‘official communism’ were designedto serve those in the 
workers’ movement who had no interest in revolution, those who preferred 
compromise with capitalism rather than its destruction. 

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist programme of Peter Taaffe’s group and 
lays the groundwork necessary for drafting a revolutionary programme. 

£6.95/-11 

■ From October to August 

Articles by Jade Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the USSR from Stalin’s 
monocratic dictatorship to the twists and turns of Gorbachev’s perestroika and 
Yeltsin’s counter-coup. Throughout the stress is on the necessity of democracy. 

£6.95/-11 

■ In the enemy camp 

Examines the theory and practice of communist electoral work. Particular at¬ 
tention is paid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boycottism and their strategy for revo¬ 
lution Vital for principled activists. 

£4.95/ -7.50 

■ Problems of communistorganisation 

What is the correct balance between democracy and centralism? Jack Conrad 
explores this thorny issue and shows that unity in action is only sustainable 
when minorities have the right to organise and become the majority. 

£4.95/ -7.50 

■A plan for miners 

The Communist Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory government’s 1992 coal 
review. The case is made for working class self-activity and socialism. Arthur 
ScargiH famously disowned it. 

£1.00/ *1.50 

■ Remaking Europe 

Jack Coniad argues that the working class can and must establish a fully artic¬ 
ulated programme with a view to winning our own, social, Europe. A Europe 
stamped by the working class, which is ready for its domination and rapid 
emancipatory extension. 


£5.00/-7.50 


Buy all 6 books for £20/*30 and save £9.80/* 16 
Delivery free within the United Kingdom 
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Problems of communist organisation □ 
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RESPECT_ 

It’s not what you know 
but who you know 

On January 23 Yasir Idris was selected at a meeting of South West Birmingham Respect to contest the 
Moseley and Kings Heath ward in the May council elections. He beat the Socialist Workers Party’s Helen 
Salmon by 35 votes to 20. Peter Manson spoke to him 



ocialist Worker reported 
the meeting that selected 
you in a way that implied it 
was stacked - around 60 mem¬ 
bers had joined Respect in the 
previous two days. Do you think 
everything was above board? 

As far as I was aware! I have a lot of 
influence in the area. I was brought 
up and raised in the Kings Heath 
area. I’ve taken a keen interest in 
politics for quite a number of years 
now. Without actively getting in¬ 
volved I’ve been a keen observer. I 
looked at Labour and realised they 
were getting more and more right- 
wing and started looking at the Re¬ 
spect party- George Galloway, Salma 
Yaqoob. Salma also lives in the local¬ 
ity and I’ve known her brothers and 
they introduced me to her. 

She said, ‘A young lad of your 
stature, why don’t you see if you 
can get elected? Have a look’ So I 
sent in my nom ination form - I’m well 
connected and well recognised 
within the area. I thought, it’s not a 
matter of what you know: it’s a mat¬ 
ter of who you know. 

Helen - fantastic young lady. I lis¬ 
tened to her speak attentively when 
she was saying her bit. But unfor¬ 
tunately it wasn’t to be for her on 
that day. Votes are what are going 
to win you Hie seat and I think I’ve 
got a better chance of getting elect¬ 
ed than Helen within my locality. 
Allthe candidates selected in 
Birmingham are male. What do 
you think of the argument that 
there oughtto be some female 
candidates? 

I totally agree - there should be a fe¬ 
male candidate. Both genders should 
be represented - it brings a different 
element to Respect. But there are a 
number of other wards which are 
available, which Helen could obvi¬ 
ously apply for and she’ll get my 
complete and utter backing if she 
does. Hall Green is available and 
I’m well connected with the Hall 
Green area. 

I don’t know if you know, but I 
used to box for England so I’m well 


connected within Birmingham and 
I’d do as much as I could for Helen 
to make sure she got elected. 

Is it just through your boxing 
that you’ve got all these connec¬ 
tions? 

I was brought up in Kings Heath 
and there’s a lot of people I know 
and who my father knows. He’s a 
very, very respected individual with¬ 
in the community. 

Is he a businessman? 

My father has been a businessman. 
Back in 1978, when I was born, my 
father owned most of the Ladypool 
Road It’s known now as ‘Balti junc¬ 
tion’ because of the number of res¬ 
taurants there. He owned various 


Votes are what 
are going to win 
you the seat and 
I think I’ve got a 
better chance of 
getting elected 
than Helen 
within my 
locality. 


retail units - clothes shops, newsa¬ 
gents, travel agents, restaurants, 
etc, etc. My father owned a good 20 
shops on that stretch. 

Howcome you aren’t in that line, 
but are working in recruitment? 
Part time I do properties and full time 
I do recruitment - I try to keep my¬ 
self occupied as much as I caa I’m 
involved in all aspects of it really - I 
do it and my father still does it. As I 
say, my father is well known and well 
recognised in the locality. He even 
said that if Helen were to stand in 
another ward, he’d give her his full 
backing. My mum said that as well - 
she’ll be with me now to help get me 


elected because of her influence 
within the female community. 

Are they both Respect mem¬ 
bers? 

They are, yes. 

Before Respectyou weren’t 
involved in organised politics? 

A lot of family and friends talked to 
me about it - Respect is this, Respect 
is that. I read up on it and I thought, 
yes, Respect is Respect ... 

Were you involved in the anti¬ 
war movement? 

A couple of times I went down to 
London on the marches. I dis¬ 
cussed things with Salma’s young¬ 
er brother. 

I haven’t yet actively got in¬ 
volved, which I will be looking to do 
now. 

You ’re obviously against Bush 
and Blair on Iraq and Afghani¬ 
stan. But what about Respect’s 
other policies? Whatelse do you 
like? 

Respect brings a lot of ... What’s 
the word I’m looking for? ... 

Respect? 

Yes, it brings respect into politics. 
I’ve always disliked how dirty poli¬ 
tics can get - all this backstabbing 
and all that. I’m a straightforward 
guy - what you see is what you get. 
I really dislike trying to get one over 
on people and Respect just shows 
that. That’s what we’re after - re¬ 
spectable people to stand and not 
be afraid to speak the truth. And 
that’s me down to the ground. 
Respect has the word ‘Socialism’ 
in its title. What is your view on 
that? 

It’s part of the coalition and it’s 
something I totally agree with. As 
yet I’m new to Respe ct and, a s I said 
at the meeting, I’m not going to lie 
and say I know everything about 
everything. At present I’m still go¬ 
ing through the policies. I’ve got 
quite a few pages at home which I’m 
going through every night. 

I’m just learning as much as I can 
at present - I’m still young, I’m still 
enthusiastic. I believe I’ve got time 
on my side and, should I be elected, 


I’ll be there for the people. 

Going back to what you said 
about dirty dealing, what about 
the story of 60 people being 
recruited at the last minute in 
orderto vote for you? Are they 
all serious Respect supporters? 
It’sthe kind of thing that has 
gone on in other parties and 
some people might say that’sthe 
sort ofthing that gives politicsa 
bad name. 

A lot of them are keen observers of 
Respect. They helped Salma Yaqoob 
and Salma Iqbal when they stood in 
lastyear’s localelection and the gen¬ 
eral election. A lot of these people 
were out campaigning with them. A 
lot of the females were out among 
the women, because, as you will be 
aware, that won Salma a lot of the 
votes. 

A lot of females - a lot of muslims, 
a lot of aunties - were there who did 
vote for me who want influential 
players among the women. They’ve 
been there ever since Salma’s been 
there and they’ve supported the 
Respect cause. So I don’t see any¬ 
thing untoward. 

It just looks a bit strange with 
everyone deciding just at that 
time to join. 

It’s probably because of my influ¬ 
ence as well. I’m well known among 
these people and my family are well 
known. I helped convince these peo¬ 
ple - hey, we do need members. Re¬ 
spect needs to move forward among 
the Asian community. We need to 
join together as a coalition, in unity 
with everyone else, to show these 
people that, yes, we can live side by 
side and we can live united. 

Kings Heath is a fantastic area - I 
love it. I’m a local lad through and 
through. I’ve liaised with everyone 
in Kings Heath - with the Kings 
Heath Business Association and all 
the rest of them. 

I hear Kings Heath is quite 
upmarket. 

You could look at it that way. But 
Moseley is up and coming - in some 
parts house prices are quite expen¬ 
sive. It’s just a very multicultural 
area - and Kings Heath is now too. 
I was bom in Moseley and grew up 
in Kings Heath from the age of 
three. Back then there were only a 
few Asian families in the area, but 
now quite a few have moved in - a 
lot of coloured people and a lot of 
Asian people. It’s just a fantastic, 
vibrant area. 

I’ve been there 25 years now and 
I’ve never seen a bit of trouble hap¬ 
pening in Kings Heath - although I 
can see it creeping in there. This is 
what I want to get out - I’d rather the 
gun crime, which is in Aston, 
doesn’t creep its way into Kings 
Heath and Moseley. I’d rather the 
drug problem, which is inAston and 
Handsworth, not creep into Kings 
Heath and Moseley, which we’re 
seeing happening now. 

I’m probably in avenues which 
other people are unable to get to - 
they couldn’t talk to people like me. 



I know what the goings-on on the 
streets are - the young people with 
anti-social behaviour orders and 
what they think of it These young¬ 
sters, they take it as a fashion state¬ 
ment. They’re trying to victimise 
these youngsters rather than reach 
out to them and show them there are 
opportunities. 

I think sport plays a major part in 
that - it playeda major part in my life. 
I keep actively involved with the 
gym, though I don’t box any more 
myself. It’s too much like hard work 

- getting up at six in the morning and 
going for a jog! I boxed three times 
for England and I was very close to 
going to the European Games. But 
unfortunately I didn’t get selected- 
a young lad got in ahead of me, 
which really upset me. 

I’m 28 now but it’s still my pas¬ 
sion. I love helping out at the gym, 
just seeing the young lads progress 

- it always gives me that buzz. 

Do you know Ger Francis? I hear 
he’s been expelled from the 
Socialist Workers Party. 

I’ve seen him around and talked to 
him on a number of occasions, but I 
didn’t know about that. I just 
thought he was another member of 
Respect It’s just been, ‘Ger, can you 
help me? What do you think I 
should do here? ’ and he’s given me 
a bit of advice. It’s something I’d 
expect from most people in Respect. 



Helen Salmon: defeated 


If Helen was to ask me, say, how to 
tackle something if she was stand¬ 
ing in Hall Green, I’d give her as 
much help as I could. Could we or¬ 
ganise a boxing session for the 
youngsters? How would I go about 
doing that? 

I’ve asked Ger a few questions 
like that and he’s helped me. I said 
to Ger, if I do get elected, would I 
be able to negotiate a meeting with 
all the schools of Kings Heath and 
Moseley, with the head teachers, 
regarding the impact of sport on 
the younger generation? Ger said 
yes, that shouldn’t be a problem. 
This is how to do it. That’s how to 
go about it. 

So he was keen on you being a 
candidate? 

I wouldn’t say keen. He was just 
helpful. I don’t even know if he vot¬ 
ed for me. Ger seems like a great 
gentleman. That really disappoints 
me, that does. • 
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Mountains out of molehills 



lraq:no demand for US-UK troops out now 


R eading the Alliance for Work¬ 
ers Liberty’s typically slippery 
response to our coverage of 
the Socialist Youth Network launch 
conference reveals an organisation in 
crisis and rapidly moving to the right 
(www.workersliberty.org/no de/ 
7571). 

The unsigned AWL article begins 
with a series of typically petty at¬ 
tempts to score points and thereby 
discredit the Weekly Worker and 
Communist Students. 

Eg, the proportion of those present 
who were “members” of the organ¬ 
ised left was smaller than we sug¬ 
gested; Socialist Action only had 
three comrades, not “up to 10”; not 
all those the AWL brought along 
were part of an “Education Not for 
Sale bloc”. Pathetic. 

The fact of the matter is that the 
SYN conference was dominated by 
the various left groups and cam¬ 
paigns in and around the Labour 
Party. Though there were 80 com¬ 
rades present, not all had voting 
rights (or exercised them). Of those 
who did, most - yes, between two- 
thirds and three-quarters, as I esti¬ 
mated in my original article - 
operated under the direct influence 
of one or another of the groups. 

Whether they were all fully paid 
up members we do not know and 
never said Our coverage simply re¬ 
ported what was. Hence, though 
there might have been only three 
Socialist Action members according 
to the anonymous AWL author, on 
the day there were a handful of oth¬ 
ers who acted as SA supporters. As 
everybody knows, SA is a shadowy 
organisation with many fronts and 
many strings. Our artic le made exact¬ 
ly that point. 

So why is the author of the AWL 
article so determined to accuse the 
Weekly Woiker of peddling “factual 
and political errors”? It would seem 
that the AWL is worried by the 
growth and success of Communist 
Students and is acutely aware of its 
own threadbare leftwing credentials. 

For instance, believe it or not, 
Sacha Ismail - a leading AWL stu¬ 
dent organiser - voted as a matter of 
so-called principle against our 
amendment calling for the “immedi¬ 
ate” withdrawal of US and UK forc¬ 
es from Iraq. This is because of the 
AWL’s disgraceful and ever more 
transparent pro-imperialism. This 
organisation also has a pro-Zionist 
record notorious on the left. It 
founding patriarch, Sean Matgam- 
na, noisily characterises himself as 
a Zionist. Par for the course. He is a 
first camp ‘socialist’ who maintains 
that the 1945 Labour government - 
yes, the one that presided over nu¬ 
merous colonial wars, that broke 
strikes and helped to found Nato - 
was an example of a workers’ gov¬ 
ernment. In that craven spirit the 
AWL hysterically welcomed the 
election of Tony Blair and New La¬ 
bour inMay 1997. He would unleash 
a “crisis of expectations”, it foolish¬ 
ly claimed. 

Given these rotten politics, it is 
hardly surprising that the AWL con¬ 
siders that the best means of de¬ 
fence is to attack the Weekly Worker 
Why? Because our paper is the 
AWL’s most detennined and con¬ 
sistent Marxist critic. 

However, being a mere minion, 
patently being unable to deal with 
the big political issues of the day, 
our anonymous AWL author is 
forced to make mountains out of 
molehills. 

Hence, when comrade Ben Lewis 
wrote a rather mildly worded criti¬ 
cism of the AWL - perhaps too mild¬ 


ly worded - over Venezuela because 
it agreed at the SYN conference a 
compromise motion which removed 
all reference to Hugo Chavez as a 
Bonapartist, it produces a complete¬ 
ly evasive response. 

This is whatcomrade Lewis wrote: 
“While I may have reservations 
about the AWL position, it is far 
better than the uncritical tailing of 
Chavez favoured by the soft left. In 
my view the AWL should have stuck 
to its guns. Even if its position had 
been defeated, it would at least have 
been raised at conference for debate 
and discussion” (Weekly Worker 
January 18). 

And this is the anonymous AWL 
author: “We decided to oppose the 
pro-Chavez motion by arguing for 
SYN, at least at this early stage, to 
concentrate on the points of agree¬ 
ment - support for the Venezuelan 
workers and opposition to US inter¬ 
vention. What is unprincipled 
about that?” 

Of course, in the first place com¬ 
rade Lewis never accused the AWL 
of being “unprincipled’ - at least on 
this issue. As the reader can clearly 
see, what he wrote about was at the 
level of tactics. 

Given the Chavez mania infecting 
the left, it would have been better to 
have had honest differences out in 
the open than a diplomatic compro¬ 
mise. Why surrender to the pro- 
Chavez left at this stage of the battle? 
Why not submit a motion expressing 
your actual perspective, especially 
given the rubbish about ‘Venezuelan 
socialism’ being pushed by sec¬ 
tions of the left? It would be mislead¬ 
ing to suggest that the comrades 
were keeping their beliefs to them¬ 
selves - they were vocal in their crit¬ 
icisms on the SYN e-list (and rightly 
so). But what they did not do was 
to bring them to the floor of the con¬ 
ference in the form of a clear motion, 
where it might have actually have 
helped to clarify rather than ob¬ 
scure. 

No, on this issue there is nothing 
necessarily “unprincipled” about 
coming to a compromise. But why 
did the AWL delegation feel the 
need to draw back from expressing 
its own position “at this early 
stage”? Why not fight for what you 
believe from the beginning? 

The AWL’s anonymous author 


also stupidly huffs and puffs in re¬ 
sponse to Dave Isaacson’s criticism 
of its failure to support a Communist 
Students amendment on the mini¬ 
mum wage. Here is what is said: “The 
conference was asked to choose be¬ 
tween a flat formula of ‘at least£8 an 
hour’ or the amazingly badly worded 
CPGB amendmentcallingforacom- 
mission to decide (wait for it) ‘what 
the working people and oppressed 
sections of the population actual¬ 
ly need to reproduce themselves 
physically and culturally’. Leaving 
aside the weird, tokenistic nod to 
the oppressed, what workers need 
to reproduce themselves physical¬ 
ly is the bare subsistence minimum 
- ‘culturally’just adds confusion. 
Evidently a commitment to pseudo- 
Marxist jargpncomesbefore acom- 
mitment to clarity. That is why most 
of us abstained.” 

What is badly worded in our mo¬ 
tion? It is in perfectly good English 
and it makes perfect sense to any¬ 
one who has bothered to master the 
ABCsof Marxism. What is ‘amazing’ 
about a workers’ commission decid¬ 
ing the minimum level of pay and 
benefits? That is exactly what the 
Third International called for - and 
later Leon Trotsky himself followed 
in those footsteps in his Transition¬ 
al programme. 

By contrast, the AWL prefers to 
let the European Union bureaucra¬ 
cy or the Low Pay Unit set our sights 
for us. That is practical politics for 
them. Practical ti-ade union politics, 
yes. But it has nothing to do with 
communist politics as a method. 

Idiotically the AWL accuse the 
CPGB of setting some “ideal or fair 
wage”. Idiotically because, of course, 
we do no such thing. We simply have 
the temerity to point out that the min¬ 
imum wage set by the Low Pay Unit 
is in all probability far below “what 
workers need to reproduce them¬ 
selves physically and culturally”. 
This only causes confusion to those 
wedded to the ‘practical’ politics of 
the trade union bureaucracy. 

We say that workers not only 
need food, clothes and shelter - the 
so-called bare minimum sanctioned 
by the Low Pay Unit. Everyone in 
our class should as a right be able 
to operate as a full member of soci¬ 
ety. There is nothing “abstract” 
about this, as claimed by the AWL 


author. Such matters are decided by 
the ever changing level of culture in 
a particular society ... and crucially 
by the class struggle and class con¬ 
sciousness. 

To reproduce labour-power in a 
society like Britain today requires 
that individuals are able to meet 
basic needs such as: education of 
their children to ‘A’ level and access 
to life-long learning; having a car for 
leisure as well as travel to work; 
comprehensive provision of health¬ 
care that allows for a full and active 
life; the ability to buy books and TV 
subscriptions; access to the inter¬ 
net through a home computer; the 
watching of films, etc, on a DVD 
player; owning a mobile phone; be¬ 
ing able to regularly go to the thea¬ 
tre, cinema, the pub or a restaurant; 
and taking a foreign holiday every 
now and again ... Or does the 
AWL’s anonymous author think it 
right that the Low Pay Unit would 
effectively deny such ‘luxuries’ to 
those on its minimum pay level? 

According to our anonymous 
writer, weare demanding “an arbitrar¬ 
ily maximised figure that supposed¬ 
ly fulfils need in the abstract”. This 
is risible. The figure we suggest is 
neither “arbitrarily maximised” nor 
“abstract”. What we emphasise is 
m ethod. 

Instead of turning to the state or 
the trade union bureaucracy fora re¬ 
alistic figure (the method of the 
AWL), we want to involve the work¬ 
ing class itself - and through discus¬ 
sion and education raise expectations 
and thereby generate mass struggle. 
Yes, we champion the principle of 
need - the economics of the working 
class - not the economics of the cap¬ 
italists and the trade union bureauc¬ 
racy favoured by the AWL. 

For the AWL£8 an hour is deemed 
practical because it has been agreed 
by the Low Pay Unit. Strange, in that 
case, that its rejoinder asks: “Would 
the AWL he content with a minimum 
wage of £8 an hour, or a student 
grant of £150 a week - or a 35-hour 
week for all workers? No, and we 
make no secret of this.” 

But by starting with what it admits 
is inadequate the AWL insists, self- 
deludingly, that its demands would 
“mobilise broader layers of people 
into struggle”. Once again, then, we 
return to method. 


The AWL’s approach, if it were 
consistent, should see it demanding 
not £8 an hour, rather, say, £6. This 
is what the TUC is calling for ... by 
October 2007. Ditto the AWL’s stu¬ 
dent grant and the working week. 

Quite frankly, if workers fought as 
a class for a £6 minimum wage - 
through mass demonstrations, strikes 
and public and workplace meetings up 
and down the country - ora £100 stu¬ 
dent grant, or a 3 8-hour maximum 
working week, that would indeed rep¬ 
resent a “major step forward” (the 
AWL’s phrase) in terms of what really 
matters - theability of our class to fonn 
itself into a collective. 

We only suggest that the pros¬ 
pect of mobilising workers as a 
class to win any demand under 
capitalism is hugely increased if as 
many as possible of them are in¬ 
volved in the process of deciding 
what to fight for from the beginning. 
Our method is not only tried and 
tested: it is by the far the best in 
terms of education, widening the 
mobilisation and intensifying the 
conduct of the struggle - not least 
because it is squarely based on the 
readily understood principle of 
need. A principle that points be¬ 
yond wage-slavery to an entirely 
different kind of society. 

Both the struggle of the working 
class and capitalism as a system 
constantly create new needs (which 
in the advanced capitalist countries 
are not simply physical, but increas¬ 
ingly cultural). However, because 
need as a category is constantly 
shifting and expanding, it is almost 
always left unfulfilled. Logically 
then to meet need the system itself 
must first be challenged and then 
replaced. 

The irony of all this is that the 
comrades really seem to believe that 
£8 an hour in and of itself is an ex¬ 
ample of “transitional demands” - 
transitional to what? In reality what 
we have is yet another example of the 
AWL’s circular economism. That is, 
the politics of trade unionism with¬ 
in capitalism. 

Finally, the CPGB and Communist 
Students say that unless the work¬ 
ing class is organised into a mass 
Communist Party there can be no 
chance of a successful revolution or 
a transition to communism. The big¬ 
gest barrier at the moment to achiev¬ 
ing that goal is the abysmal state of 
the existing left. It is disorganised 
into countless confessional sects 
and aspires to all manner of hope¬ 
less halfway houses. However, it 
would be stupid to ignore the left, 
or to imagine that we can simply cir¬ 
cumvent it. We must go through the 
existing left through a process of 
political combat and programmatic 
clarification. 

Sadly, this task is beyond the 
AWL. That is why the anonymous 
author writes uncomprehendingly 
of the CPGB “flitting back and forth 
between the fight for workers’ rep¬ 
resentation and fishing in Respect”. 

To the AWL this appears to be 
nothing but a contradiction. In real¬ 
ity it is part and parcel of the same 
fight. Where the AWL forlornly 
dreams of a Labour Party mark two, 
we fight in the here and now for what 
would really make a qualitative dif¬ 
ference. The unity of Marxists as 
Marxists in the campaign to estab¬ 
lish a mass Communist Party. 

Certainly without such a party the 
working class is nothing - just a 
slave class within capitalism. With 
such a party, though, the working 
class can liberate humanity and be¬ 
come everything • 

James Turley 
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Respect: our new 

moral guardians 


Ariel Levy Female chauvinist pigs: women and the rise of raunch culture 

Pocket Books, 2005, pp240, £7.99 


Women and tite Rise 
it Raunch Culture 

MUELUVY 




T he publication of Ariel Levy’s 
book attacking ‘raunch culture’ 
has provoked something of a 
frisson among feminists. It has re- 
ignited a heated debate from the 
days of the women’s liberation move¬ 
ment - how to challenge sexism and 
pornography. In particular, argu¬ 
ments have re-emerged about cen¬ 
sorship and the complicity of women 
in their own oppression. 

But far more significant for the 
left has been the response of the 
Socialist Workers Party. The SWP 
has seized on the book as the lat¬ 
est bible on sexism: prominently 
displayed on all Bookmarks stalls, 
glowingly reviewed in SWP publi¬ 
cations and featured as a debate at 
Marxism 2006. The forthcoming Re¬ 
spect women’s conference on 
March 3 lists ‘Raunch culture and 
sexual exploitation’ on its agenda. 
It is clearly an issue the SWP wants 
to highlight. 

The book itself is actually a su¬ 
perficial and often prudish attack 
on the influence of the sex indus¬ 
try on how young women dress 
and behave today. Levy makes 
correct observations about the 
commodification and distortion of 
sexuality under capitalism. But her 
only answer is an exhortation to 
women not to be so foolish as to 
fall for the lie that displaying their 
bodies makes them liberated. She 
despises raunchy attitudes among 
young women, the popularity of 
strip clubs and the fact that the 
Playboy bunny logo has “become 
a symbol of liberation”. Women, 
according to her, have supplanted 
men and become the new chauvin¬ 
ist pigs. They are selling out on 
the rights won for them by their 
older sisters. 

But not all feminists are con¬ 
vinced. Criticising the book on the 
Guardian ‘Comment is Free’ web¬ 
page, Lynn Segal makes the point 
that “repeatedly labelling teenage 
girls ‘bimbos’ and ‘trashy’ for bar¬ 
ing midriffs, thighs and knickers, or 
for trying out a spot of pole danc¬ 


ing, is hardly a good start for 
avoiding smug, class-ridden, 
self-satisfaction”. In fact calling 
on women to desist from partic¬ 
ipating in a distorted sexualised 
culture and instead to practise 
“liberated sexuality” is a short 
step from “coercively prescrib¬ 
ing one’s own norms and 
tastes”. 

It is certainly true that sex is 
commodified by capitalism 
and the spread of ‘raunch cul¬ 
ture’, particularly in the US, is 
a manifestation of that. And, 
of course, women are no more 
liberated by baring their bod¬ 
ies than by covering up. But 
that is surely not the point. 
Sexuality is a complicated 
expression of what it is to be 
human. As Segal says, “sex is all 
about wanting to be objectified - 
wanting to be the object of anoth¬ 
er’s desire, another’s gaze”. The 
fact that capitalism distorts this 
simply illustrates how it distorts all 
human relations. 

The oppression of women natu¬ 
rally reflects itself in popular image¬ 
ry and sexual relations. But that is 
not to say that everything about 
so-called ‘raunch culture’ is bad. 
The fact that women feel able to be 
openly sexual must be a good 
thing. And if society dictates that 
a certain look is sexy then it is hard¬ 
ly surprising when many young 
women copy that look. 

This, as you will have guessed, is 
not the approach of the SWR In an 
interview with Levy in Socialist 
Review, Judith Orr supports her view 
that “raunch culture isn’t about 
opening our minds to the possibili¬ 
ties of sexuality. It’s about endless¬ 
ly reiterating one particular - and 
particularly commercial - shorthand 
for sexiness ... The sexual freedoms 
of the women’s movement have 
been swallowed up by capitalism 
and sold back to young women as 
boob jobs and push-up bras” (Sep¬ 
tembers 2006). 

Orr tries to paint Levy as a leftist 
- against the market but not anti¬ 
men. But that is far from the truth. 
Levy might blame the market for the 
spread of the Pamela Anderson 
look, but she blames young wom¬ 
en even more. Men instead are 
painted as the victims of aggres¬ 
sively sexual young women. 

Both Levy and Orr are particular¬ 
ly derogatory about women who 
have plastic surgery. Orr points to 
it as “another symptom of society’s 
increasingly crude image of the ide¬ 
al woman” and argues that it is a 
qualitative turn for the worse. True, 
plastic surgery is invasive and, yes, 
sometimes crude. But is it really that 
different to the horrendous things 
women have always done to make 
themselves conform to the ideal of 
the time? That is not to condone the 
‘Barbie doll’ stereotype produced 
and pushed by capitalism as the 


look to aspire to. But to single it out 
as a phenomenon and mock the 
women who have it is both arrogant 
and elitist. 

Orr is joined by others in her organ¬ 
isation in espousing moralistic atti¬ 
tudes on such questions. At a meeting 
I attendedat Marxism2005, long-time 
SWP member Elane Heffernan be¬ 
moaned the sex industry and the “so- 
called idea of choice” for women who 
work as lap dancers or pom models. 
A number of other SWP women 
speakers made similar, apparently re¬ 
hearsed points. In her response, Lind¬ 
sey German welcomed these 
contributions and regretted the con¬ 
tinuing “objectification of women”. 

Respect had just come out of an 
election campaign where it had re¬ 
fused to defend abortion rights. As 
I argued at the time, there was “lit¬ 
tle point complaining when you 
refuse practically to take an active 
stance in defending our basic right 
to control our own bodies - an is¬ 
sue that surely lies at the heart of 
the matter. Without such a clear 
stance anything else is just prud¬ 
ishness - and it just so happens 
that organisations like the Muslim 
Association of Britain will agree 
with the comrades on pom and lap 
dancing - but from a rather differ¬ 
ent perspective” (Weeklv Worker 
July 14 2005). 

Of cour se the SWP’s prim and prop¬ 
er stance on such questions is noth¬ 
ing new. They took part in a campaign 
in 2003 and 2004 to put Spearmint 
Rhino lap-dancing clubs out of busi¬ 
ness. Rather than join with the GMB 
union, which had targeted Spearmint 
Rhino in order to unionise and defend 
the women workers, the SWP pre¬ 
ferred the company of rightwing fem¬ 
inists and religious bigots in picketing 
the venues to try and close them down 
(and put their workers out of ajob). 

So its recent involvement in a cam¬ 
paign to close lap-dancing clubs in 
Tower Hamlets is hardly a surprise. 
But what is slightly shocking is its 
enthusiasm to ‘clean up’ the East 
End. The Respect motion to the De¬ 
cember borough council meeting 
had SWP fingerprints all over it. It 
noted the “almost total unity across 
Tower Hamlets people of all ages, 
ethnicities and faith groups in op¬ 
posing the exploitation and degrad¬ 
ing of women associated with sex 
and strip clubs” and called for the 
possible use of “discretionary pow¬ 
ers” to “safeguard the rights of 
women, and to protect children and 
communities (Weekly Worker Janu¬ 
ary 11 2007). It also mentioned “the 
growing concerns at the impact of 
strip clubs and other such venues 
in the borough, and the effect of 
these on local neighbourhoods”. 

George Galloway agrees and 
commits himself to campaign en¬ 
thusiastically to “rid Tower Ham¬ 
lets of these dens of iniquity, 
especially in residential areas and 
areas close to places of worship” 



Ban them or organise them? 


(www.georgegalloway.com). The 
Tower Ham lets council meeting end¬ 
ed in chaos, as Respect councillors 
and their SWP policy-makers sought 
to shame the Labour Party. Unlike 
Respect, Labour was not sufficient¬ 
ly puritanical to rid Tower Ham lets of 
such “dens of iniquity”. 

One cannot but wonder what tire 
Respect motion means when it talks 
about not only the evil of strip 
clubs, but also “other such ven¬ 
ues”. We know George prides him¬ 
self on his catholic credentials and 
conservative views on many social 
issues. He will have plenty of will¬ 
ing supporters in Tower Hamlets 
(including Respect councillors) for 
a crackdown on drugs, youth drink¬ 
ing, prostitution, 24-hour licensing 
... the list is endless. And how far 
the SWP is prepared to go is any¬ 
body’s guess. 

Also on the agenda at the Respect 
women’s conference is the issue of 
choice. But unlike raunch culture, 
which is listed as an acknowledged 
evil, this last topic is framed as a ques¬ 


tion: ie, ‘ Should wedefend awoman’s 
right to choose?’ It does not mention 
abortion rights, but presumably this 
is the particular choice under consid¬ 
eration. But why is it posed as a ques¬ 
tion when it is already a Respect 
policy to “defend the right to 
choose” (www.respectcoalition.org/ 
index.php?ite=506)? Is there a plan to 
use the conference to undermine this 
policy? Given recent developments, 
it would not be totally surprising. 

What we are left with is an organ¬ 
isation that becomes more and more 
politically conservative by the day. 
The wearing of the hijab cannot be 
criticised without allegations of is- 
lamophobia from leading SWP mem¬ 
bers. Indeed it is portrayed and 
justified as an ‘understandable re¬ 
sponse’ to raunch culture and the 
evils of contemporary society. Rath¬ 
er women hide their bodies from all 
men except their husbands than 
strip off and behave like ‘sluts’. 

The SWP wants to exchange one 
form of oppression for another • 
Anne Me Shane 
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Reg Weston: 1913-2007 


What we 
fight for 


Farewell to veteran 
communist activist 

Friends and comrades are mourning a veteran communist who died on 
January 26 2007, aged 93, following a short illness 



Reg Weston: local fighter 


R egwasbom in 1913 at Stamford Hill, 
in the London borough of Hackney. 
He left school at 15 to work as a 
trainee reporter in Fleet Street and went on 
to have a lifelong career in journalism, in 
both the national and local press. 

In his early 20s, Reg was an active 
member of the Independent Labour Par¬ 
ty. The party had disaffiliated from the 
Labour Party and part of its membership 
was being drawn into the orbit of the 
Communist Party of Great Britain. Reg 
joined the CPGB in 1935 and became 
secretary of a newly-fonned party 
branch in the Southgate area of Enfield, 
in north London. Among the members 
of the branch was leading CP theoreti¬ 
cian Rajani Palme Dutt. 

On October 4 1936, Reg participated 
in the Battle of Cable Street, the legen¬ 
dary mass mobilisation in the East End 
of London against Sir Oswald Mosley’s 
British Union of Fascists. In old age, 
Reg wrote a vivid memoir of his experi¬ 
ences on the day. 

During World War II, Reg saw active 
service in the Eighth Anny, for which he 
was awarded five decorations, includ¬ 
ing two campaign stars (the Africa Star 
and the Italy Star). Reg spent three 
years of the war in action: in the Tuni¬ 
sian battles, in the Salerno landings and 
in the ensuing Italian campaign - includ¬ 
ing all the battles for Monte Cassino 
and the struggle to break through the 
Gothic Line. Throughout these battles, 
Reg was with the Royal Artillery, serv¬ 
ing as a signaller in charge of a forward 
observation post. 

Reg would often recall his experienc¬ 
es in Italy - particularly the warmth with 
which he was greeted when he encoun¬ 
tered Italian communists in newly-liber¬ 
ated areas and revealed his party 
membership. 

After the war, Reg resumed his career 
in journalism and in 1946 he went to 
work on the CPGB’s Daily Worker, 
where he became chief sub-editor on the 
day shift. However, his time on the pa¬ 
per was cut short in September 1952, 
when he was fired by the editor, John¬ 
ny Campbell. 

Reg’s dismissal came about as a re¬ 
sult of a dispute following the sacking 
of his friend, Freddie Deards, who had 
been a sub-editor on the sports page. 
The row was ostensibly about money, 
with Reg and Freddie Deards objecting 
to being paid substantially below the 
National Union of Journalists rate for 
the job. In theory, journalists at the 
Woiker received the full union rate - but 
most of this was actually deducted in 
‘voluntary contributions’ to the CP. Reg 
maintained: “What really happened was 
that we couldn’t take any longer the 
class divisions, the privileged free-load- 
ers (enjoying Soviet crumbs) and the 
hypocrisy” at the paper, so “We grum¬ 
bled and criticised. We made cynical 
remarks”. Following his sacking by 
Campbell, Reg left the CP. 

Reg went on to work as a sub-editor 
with the Press Association for many 
years, continuing to be a staunch, and 
active, member of the NUJ, of which he 
was made a life member. 

After his retirement from the PA in the 
1970s, Reg moved down to north Kent. 
He lived for 25 years in the village of 
Higham, where he was clerk to the par¬ 
ish council for a time. He became well- 


known in the nearby town of Gravesend, 
and the rest of Kent, for his tireless po¬ 
litical activity in the county, which be¬ 
gan following the death of his wife, 
Constance (widow of the artist, Mau¬ 
rice Sochachewsky), after only a few 
years of marriage. 

During the late 1970s and early 1980s, 
Reg was a leading member of Gravesend 
Campaign forNuclearDisannament, and 
the Higham and Shome Peace Support¬ 
ers group. He was also prominent in 
Gravesend Anti-Nazi League’s fight to 
drive the National Front out of the town. 
During the miners’ strike of 19 84-85, Reg 
supported the Kent miners with practi¬ 
cal solidarity, organising meetings and 
collections - notably a food convoy 
from the local Sikh temple to the Kent 
pit villages. 

In 1985, Reg rejoined the Communist 
Party and, during the years leading up 
to the dissolution of the party, he sup¬ 
ported the tendency that published The 
Leninist, forerunner of the Weekly 
Worker - somewhat to the irritation of 
the Kent district leadership. 

In the early 1990s, Reg was a leading 
member of Gravesend Anti-Poll Tax 
Union and was imprisoned for his refus¬ 
al to pay the tax. During the 1992 gener¬ 
al election campaign, Reg turned up at 
the Kent village of Meopham to heckle 
John Major and wave a placard declar¬ 
ing: “Rich Tories, the real poll tax para¬ 
sites”. For his pains, Reg was, as The 
Daily Telegraph reported, “kicked, 
punched and hit with an umbrella by a 
cohort of silver-haired ladies”. 

In 1993, Reg played a key role in a 
successful campaign to drive Graves¬ 
end neo-Nazi John Cato out of the 
town. As a consequence, Reg faced 
threats of murder from the fascists, and 
threats of arrest and prosecution from 
Kent police - neither of which intimi¬ 


dated him in the least. 

In the early 1990s, Reg broke with the 
‘C ommunist Party of Grea t B ritain (Pro vi- 
sional Central Committee)’, as the group 
around The Leninist styled itself follow¬ 
ing the demise ofthe actual CPGB. He was 
subsequently involved with the Socialist 
Workers Party - but soon decided that that 
organisation was not a congenial politi¬ 
cal home either. 

Even in his final years, when he was 
living in residential care after a bad fall 
in 2002, Reg still managed to play an 
active part in politics. In a well-publi¬ 
cised symbolic act in 2003, he sent his 
war medals to Chris Pond, the then La¬ 
bour MP for Gravesham, saying he 
wished to return them to show his dis¬ 
gust at the MP’s support for the disas¬ 
trous invasion of Iraq. 

Reg was a remarkable man who devot¬ 
ed a large part of his life to radical so¬ 
cialist politics in the workplace, in the 
community and on the streets. He was 
an indefatigable activist - not for noth¬ 
ing was his favourite poem ‘Say not the 
struggle naught availeth’. He was in¬ 
credibly widely read, with a keen inter¬ 
est in history and literature; he was 
knowledgeable on many subjects and 
always keen to share his knowledge 
with others. 

Reg made an enonnous contribution 
to localpolitics in Gravesend and played 
an influential part in the thriving 
leftwing political network that flour¬ 
ished in the town for many years • 

Gill Emerson 
and David Tlirner 


Friends and comradesareorganis- 
ing a celebrati on of Regs I ife, to 
take place in Kghamlaterin the 
year. A nyone who wishes to attend 
should telephone Gill Emerson on 
01474566701. 


Our central ai m i s the organisation of com munists, revo- 
lutionary socialists and all politically advanced workers 
into a Communist Party. Without organisation the work¬ 
ing class is nothing; with the highestformof organisation 
it is everything. 

The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
ofthe Communist Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many so-called ‘parties’ on 
the left. In reality they are confessional sects. Members 
who disagree with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to 
gag themselves in public. Either that or face expulsion. 

■ Communists operate according to the principles of 
democratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek 
to achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. 
As long as they support agreed actions, members have 
the right to speak openly and form temporary or perma¬ 
nent factions. 

■ Com munists oppose the US-U K occupati on of I raq and 
stand againstall imperialist wars but constantly strive to 
bring to the fore the fundamental question - ending war 
is bound ip with ending capitalism. 

■ Com munis tsare international ists. Everywhere we str ive 
for the closest unity and agreement of working class and 
progressive parties of all countries. We oppose every 
manifestation of national sectionalism. It is an interna¬ 
tionalist duty to uphold the prind pie, ‘One state, one party’. 
To the extent that the European Union becomes a state 
then that necessitates BJ-wide trade unions and a Com¬ 
munist Party of the EU. 

■ The working class must be organised globally. Without 
a global Communist Party, a Communist International, 
the struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coor¬ 
dination. 

■ Communists have no interest apart from the working 
dass as a whole. They differ only in recognising the im¬ 
portance of Marxismas a guide to practice. Thattheory is 
no dogma, but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the 
future of humanity at risk.Capitalism is synonymous with 
war, pollution, exploitation andcrisis.Asaglobalsystem 
capitalism can only be superseded globally. All forms of 
nationalist sodalism are reactionary and anti-working 
dass. 

■Thecapitalistclass will never willingly allow their wealth 
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. 
They will resist using every means attheir disposal. Com¬ 
munists favourusing parliament and winningthe biggest 
possibleworkingdass representation. But workers must 
be readied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, 
forcibly if we must. 

Com munists fight for extreme democ racy inall spheres 
of sodety. Democracy must be given a social content. 
■Wewill use themost mil Rant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, 
Scotl and andWal es, aunRed,federal IrelandandaUnRed 
States of Eu-ope. 

Communistsf avour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
dass compromise must be fought and the trade unions 
transformed into schools for communism. 

■ Communists are champions of the oppressed. Wom¬ 
en’s oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and 
the struggle for peace and ecological sustainability are 
just as m uch worki ng d ass quest ions as pay, trade union 
rights and demands for high-quality heaRh, housing and 
education. 

■ Sodalism represents victory in the battle for democ¬ 
racy. R is the rule of the working dass. Socialism isdther 
democratic or, as wHh Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into 
Rs opposite. 

■ Sodalism is the first stage of the worldwide transition 
to communism - a system which knows neither wars, ex¬ 
ploitation, money, dasses, states nor nations. Commu¬ 
nism is general freedom and the real beginning of hu¬ 
man history. 

All who accept these prindples are urged to join the 
Communist Party. 
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No solution to 
global warming 
under 
capitalism 



Socialism or catastrophe 


I t’s official: humanity faces dire 
consequences over the next cen¬ 
tury unless something is done to 
stop the surge in global temperature 
caused by industrial, transport and 
other such human activity. Unless 
action is taken now, the danger is that 
the climate will suddenly flip over into 
another system and unleash cata¬ 
strophic change to the delicate envi¬ 
ronment we share in common and all 
rely upon. 

On February 2, working group I of 
the Intergovernmental Panel on Cli¬ 
mate Change (IPCC), a UN body, is¬ 
sued its ‘ Summary for policymakers’ 
report, entitled Climate change 2007: 
the physical science basis. Its unani¬ 
mously agreed scientific findings are 
that climate change is real and is 
caused by human activity. Key con¬ 
clusions are: 

• Global warming is occurring. 

• The probability that this is caused 
by natural climatic processes is less 
than 5%. 

• The probability it is caused by hu¬ 
man emissions of greenhouse gas¬ 
es is over 90%. 

• World temperatures will probably 
rise by between 1.8°C and 4°C dur¬ 
ing the 21st century. 

• Sea levels will probably rise by 28- 
43cm. 

• It is more than 66% certain that there 
will be an increase in droughts, tropi¬ 
cal cyclones and extreme high tides. 
• Both past and future anthropogen¬ 
ic carbon dioxide emissions will con¬ 
tinue to contribute to warming and sea 
level rise for more than a millennium 
(anthropogenic effects, processes, 
objects or materials are those derived 
from human activities, as opposed to 
those occurring in natural environ¬ 
ments without human influences). 

This is a heavy-hitting report, as¬ 
sessing scientific information relevant 
to human-induced climate change, its 
impacts and the options for adapta¬ 
tion and mitigation. Its contributors 
include 600 authors from40countries; 
over 620 expert reviewers; a large 
number of government reviewers; 
and representatives from 113 govern¬ 
ments (see www.ipcc.ch/ and http:// 
ipc c-wg 1. uc ar. edu). 

When the report came out on Feb¬ 
ruary 2, environment secretary David 
Miliband said: “What’s now urgent¬ 
ly needed is the international political 
commitment to take action to avoid 
dangerous climate change. This has 
been absent so far. If we are to suc¬ 
ceed, we will require the engagement 
not just of environmental ministers 
but heads of state, prime ministers 
and finance ministers ... Man-made 
climate change poses an increasing 
risk to people and business across the 
globe. It will have disastrous conse¬ 
quences if we don’t act now. The eco¬ 
nomic evidence, following the Stem 
Review, is clear that tackling this chal¬ 
lenge is both achievable and afforda¬ 
ble” (DefraNews: www.defra.gov.uk/ 
new^latest/2007/clim ate -0202.htm). 

Cant and hypocrisy. When Mili¬ 
band and other mouthpieces of capi¬ 
talism speak of climate change posing 
“increasing risk to ... business” and its 
management being “affordable”, it is 
all too clear what their priorities are: 
to ensure capitalism survives and that 


the cost of its survival is borne by the 
world’s working class. 

Miliband does not really expect the 
world’s governments, capital’s loyal 
minions, to do anything that might 
damage their master. His words are 
mere pretence that ‘something will be 
done’. Government bluster over the 
report is no more than fiddling while 
Rome bums (literally, if the planet 
heats up as promised). 

In 1997, the Kyoto protocol to the 
UN Framework Convention on Cli¬ 
mate Change amended the interna¬ 
tional treaty on global warming. 
Signatory countries have mandatory 
targets for the reduction of green¬ 
house g^s emissions (carbon dioxide, 
methane, nitrous oxide, sulphur hex¬ 
afluoride, HF Cs and PF Cs) - or they 
can engage in ‘emissions trading’ if 
they maintain or increase emissions. 
Targets for 2008 to 2012 are 8% reduc¬ 
tions for the EU, 7% for the US, 6% 
for Japan, 0% for Russia. But since the 
USA, the world’s largest polluter, re¬ 
fused to join, this has been environ¬ 
mentally useless, though a nice little 
earner for some. 

Economist John Kay wrote about 
carbon trading: “Investment banks 
salivate at the prospect of new spec¬ 
ulative markets. So, instead of a sim¬ 
ple mechanism for transferring credits 
between businesses, we have an on¬ 
line, real-time market in which the price 
of carbon fluctuates wildly to the ben¬ 
efit of day traders ...” ( The Financial 
Times May 9 2006) After all, carbon 
credits are exchangeable instruments, 
so financial investors can trade them 
on the stock exchange. 

Carbon Trade Watch researcher 
Kevin Smith notes: “The availability 
of these cheap pennits has been a 
further disincentive for industry to 
invest in energy efficiency and clean 
energy infrastructure ... there is much 
evidence that, while a great deal of 
money may have been saved, or even 
earned, through the development of 
these markets, they have not neces¬ 
sarily been effective in delivering the 
required emissions reduction” ( Par¬ 
liamentary Brief December 2006). 

The EU’s Emissions Trading 


Scheme (ETS) has provided large 
boosts to company profits without 
any noticeable effect on the environ¬ 
ment - here ‘the polluter earns’, not 
‘the polluter pays’: “Under the EU 
ETS, some of the worst greenhouse 
offenders, like Germany’s RWE, have 
garnered hundreds of millions of 
pounds in windfall profits for pursu- 


capitalism’s 
'solutions’ to 
environmental 
crisis are 
directed against 
the working class 
and the poor 

ing business as usual, while ordinary 
citizens suffer higher electricity pric¬ 
es and developers of renewable ener¬ 
gy go begging” (Larry Lohmann, 
‘Carry on polluting’ New Scientist 
November 2 2006). 

Last autumn’s Stem report had al¬ 
ready warned world leaders that unless 
something was done dire economic 
consequences would follow. Climate 
stability was essential for big business 
stability, so by 2050 greenhouse gas¬ 
es had to be reduced by 25% (subse¬ 
quently by 80%). 

‘Carbon offsetting’ has now been 
recruited in the public bamboozling 
stakes. This means that the carbon 
emission for which an individual is 
said to be responsible is calculated 
and can be ‘offset’ by purchasing 
credits to prevent or remove an equiv¬ 
alent amount of carbon dioxide (CO,) 
somewhere else. All quite similar to 
Kyoto, in fact, but on the level of the 
individual consumer. And just as use¬ 
less. Those who cannot afford to pay 
the consumer offsetting charge may 
in the future be unable to utilise a 
CO,-producing product or service. A 
perfect capitalist solution: you only 


get what you can pay for at the time 
of need. 

Specialist companies now offer tree¬ 
planting or investment in renewable 
energy, or both, forbetween$5.50 and 
S13 per metric ton of carbon dioxide. 
A field day for scam artists. Some pro¬ 
jections suggest that by 2009 the car¬ 
bon offset industry will be capitalised 
at a billion dollars: there isno solution 
like a capitalist solution. Tim Yeo, Tory 
chair of the House of Commons envi¬ 
ronmental audit committee, has even 
suggested it may call for mandatory 
carbon offset charges for air travel. 

Since capitalism’s sole purpose is 
to generate profit, restriction of its 
profits will be resisted to the death. 
Capitalism does not produce to fulfil 
human need; and, whether through 
competition or the material destruc¬ 
tion of war, it is an incredibly waste¬ 
ful system. 

In fact, capitalism’s ‘solutions’ to 
environmental crisis are directed 
against the working class and the 
poor. Apart from the problems of car¬ 
bon offsetting, other projects bear 
disproportionately on the majority. 
The congestion charges in London, 
which the relatively wealthy laugh off, 
weigh heavily on most potential car 
travellers, who instead have to put up 
with grossly overcrowded tubes, 
trains and buses. But for many there 
is no escape from the use of the inef¬ 
ficient and polluting private motor car 
as the primary means of transport, es¬ 
pecially where public transport is 
priced out of easy reach or is simply 
non-existent. Now airport taxes may 
increase to include mandatory carbon 
offsetting. This affects most of all 
those taking holidays or trips as a 
break from the daily grind experienced 
by workers. 

Providing solutions was outside 
working group I’s remit: the IPCC 
leaves that to individual countries. It 
must be abundantly clear that this is 
unworkable. There can be no nation¬ 
al, country-by-country solution, still 
less individual solutions along the 
lines of ‘if we all do our bit’. Ultimate¬ 
ly, there can be no solution under the 
world system of capital, whose drive 


for constant expansion obliges it to 
raise production and sell more and 
more commodities. Humanity needs a 
worldwide solution nonetheless. 

In the last analysis there is no es¬ 
cape from this impending e nvironmen- 
tal catastrophe within the strictures of 
the capitalist system. This means de¬ 
veloping a working class strategy that 
ensures these crucial questions are at 
the centre of a revolutionary minimum 
programme for extreme democracy 
and the supersession of that system. 

We can begin by demanding free 
public transport: charges to taxation 
mean the cost has to be borne by the 
ruling class. Travel by airship or dir¬ 
igible and transporting heavy goods 
by canal and sea barge need to be 
investigated seriously. Safe, segre¬ 
gated areas that cyclists and pedes¬ 
trians can use in city and countryside 
must become a priority. Power gen¬ 
eration has to be weaned off using 
fossil fuels, putting resources into 
developing nuclear fusion, solar en¬ 
ergy, wind and wave power. Energy 
forms beyond wasteful and polluting 
carbon sources need to be re¬ 
searched and realistic engineering 
models developed. 

Real resources have not been put 
into developing alternatives because 
profit from current, fossil fuel-based 
technologies have so far been sacro¬ 
sanct. Reversible barriers can use the 
power of the tides for electricity gen¬ 
eration (viz in the Bristol Channel, 
which could also protect against pre¬ 
dicted environmental damage there 
and higher up the Severn). Internal 
combustion engines are capable of 
being replaced with electric and hy¬ 
drogen ones. 

Most of all, the working class needs 
to organise itself, for itself. What we 
do about climate change is a prime 
example of how organising in a Com¬ 
munist Party will be part of the libera¬ 
tion of humanity. There is no future 
for humanity in face oftbe dire circum¬ 
stances of environmental catastrophe, 
except the end of capital’s domain. 
‘Socialism or catastrophe’ never had 
a truer ring • 

Jim Moody 
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